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CURRENT TOPICS. 





Lorp Carrys on Friday week accepted the Commons’ 
amendments to the Conveyancing and Law of Property 
Bill, and they were agreed to by the House of Lords. 
At ‘the same time the Commons’ amendments to the 
Solicitors’ Remuneration Bill were agreed to, and we may 
expect both these important measures to receive the 
Royal assent almost immediately. 





Tue VAcatIon susinzss bids fair to surpass in extent 
the work of any previous vacation. Complaints have 
appeared in the daily papers that, on the first 

day the Vacation Judge sat in chambers, many 
summonses were adjourned for want of time ‘to hear 
them. The list of motions before the Vacation Judge 
on Wednesday last was so great that, we believe, the 


Question of im sittings a week in court has been mooted. 








~ 

Tue FRaups perpetrated by Coxtctovcn at Dublin 
bring home to solicitors in this country the fact.that 
forged stamps may be in circulation, and that even im- 
pressed stamps, and all the elaborate machinery of tell- 
tales attached to the stamping machines, are no security 
against forgery. Coichoven forged impressed stamps, 
but purchased genuine adhesive stamps to the extent of 
£3,600 in one year. The reason for this was, doubtless, 
that the majority of the higher denominations of Judica- 
ture stamps are required to be impressed, He was 
stamp distributor to the Queen’s Bench Division of the 
Irish High Court; hence even the purchase of stamps 
at the offices of the court is no security. It is, we 
believe, understood that a measure will be passed this 
session to indemnify the purchasers of the stamps forged 
by Cotciover. 





A terter on the subject of the Court of Appeal appear- 
ing inthe Times of Thursday (whatever may be the true 
significance of the not very doubtful signature) calls for 
attention, from the importance of its subject, the cogency 
of its reasoning, and the force with which the writer’s 
meaning is expressed. Yet it hardly says the last word 
on the subject. The difficulty in the future administra- 
tion of appeal business which the writer foresees is the 
cordial acceptance by the judges of the High Court of 
the distinction (a distinction which must now be con- 
sidered as finally settled) between their own position and 
powers, and the position and powers of the judges of the 
Court of Appéal. The first point of importance is that the 
business should be so administered as to avoid wounding 
the susceptibilities of the judges of the High Court. No 
one would hesitate to agree to this; but it should be 
added that the point may be easily overstrained, and that 
if the Court of Appeal were actuated by a stronger 
desire than at present to uphold the judgments appealed 
against, instead of giving to each appeal its fair chance, 
the confidence which the public is now justly said to 
repose in it would quickly vanish. But a more important 
point is the maintenance of the quality of the court ata ~ 
standard proportioned to its rank; a point which can 
only be secured by making the position of a judge of 
the Court of Appeal such as to tempt the best 
and strongest lawyers to accept it. To this end 
it is proposed that the judges should be exempted 
from the duty of travelling circuit, except on emer- 
gencies, and that the salary should be increased. Upon 
the second branch of this proposition we believe there 
will be a very general concurrence of opinion, and it will 
be harder to show why the present Lords Justices should 
receive less than was paid to their predecessors in name 
and rank, than to show why they should not receive as 
much as was paid to the Chief Justice of the Common 
Pleas. As to the first point there is room for much 
difference of opinion—as things now stand. It would 
be in the highest degree inconvenient if the Court of 
Appeal from cases in the Queen’s Bench Division con- 
tinued to sit and hear appeals while the counsel engaged 
upon them were absent on circuit; and if these appeals 
stand over, there remains no work in town for one-half 
of the Court of Appeal to do. But, further, the whole 
circuit system is in a transitional stage. The process of 
centralization has but just commenced; it must be fol- 
lowed inevitably by some kind of localization. This must 
materially affect the present practice ; butit.will ry 
and determine its own shape in the progress of the 
change; and it would be premature to make at 
alterations which might, and probably would, have to be 
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again altered, and to discuss and determine questions 
and difficulties which will probably settle themselves. 
Lastly, there is a point in the letter which calls for dis- 
tinct notice. It seems the design of the writer to bring 
it about that a court of three judges of the High Court 
should acquiesce in having their decisione overruled by a 
court of three judges of the Court of Appeal. We have 
no desire that a court of three judges should any longer 
have the opportunity of exercising this act of patience. 
The judges will have much less difficulty in seeing their 
single and separate decisions so overruled ; and we trust 
that the day is not very far distant when the shadowy 
remnants of divisional courts will (together with their 
ugly name) be no longer known except to history. 





We must conress that we are glad to see that the 
decision of Srepuen, J., in Alderson v. Maddison (29 
W. R. 556, L. R.5 Ex. D. 293) has been reversed by 
the Court of Appeal (L. R. 7 Q. B. D. 174). We took 
occasion to question that decision at the time when it 
was pronounced, on grounds which, though somewhat 
different from those upon which the Court of Appeal 
proceeded, are nevertheless of a very cognate character. 
The plaintiff, as heir-at-law of an intestate, claimed the 
title deeds of the intestate’s land of which the defendant 
had taken possession. The defendant counter-claimed a 
declaration that she was entitled to a life estate in the 
land. The case she set up was that the intestate had 

nduced her to serve him as housekeeper during his 
life for many years by a verbal promise to leave her a life 
interest in the land by his will. Sreruen, J., de- 
cided that there had been such a promise in fact, and 
that though such a promise would be within the Statute 
of Frauds, there was complete performance on the de-- 
fendant’s part, which took the case out of the statute. 
He therefore gave judgment for the defendant. The 
question as to part performance was not much discussed 
in the court -below, the main point there argued 
being the question whether there was anything amount- 
ing to a contract to make the devise for life. We are 
very much opposed to this notion of a contract to give 
an estate by will. Wecannot conceive a more dangerous 
doctrine than that a verbal promise of this sort 
should be valid. It would frequently depend upon the 
uncorroborated testimony of an extremely interested 
person, who could not be contradicted because the other 
party to the supposed bargain wasdead. A case of this 
sort is certainly one which involves,in a most aggravated 
form, the mischief against which the Statute of Frauds 
was directed. Weare, therefore, glad that the Court of 
Appeal have seen their way to reversing the decision of 
Srzeruen, J., on the question of part performance, 
a question which he dismissed ina few words. The 
Court of Appeal (Bramwett, Baccatitay, and Brert, 
L.JJ.) have held that the acts of part performance which 
are sufficient to exclude the operation of the statute 
must be acts unequivocally referable to the agree- 
ment—that, in other words, there must be a necessary 
connection between the acts of part performance and 
the interest in the land which is the alleged subject- 
matter of the agreement; it is not sufficient that the acts 
are consistent with the existence of such an agreement, or 
that they suggest or indicate the existence of some agree- 
ment, unless such agreement has reference to the subject- 
matter. In the case of Alderson v. Maddison it is obvious 
that the continued serviceof the defendant was not neces- 
sarily referable to the alleged contract, but might have 
been the consequence of mere expectation on her part, 
founded possibly on some representation made by the in- 
testate of his testamentary intentions, not amounting 
to a contract. The court having decided that there was 
no part performance, inasmuch as the case was clearly 
within the Statute of Frauds this decision obviously 
disposed of the case; but the court made use of expres- 
sions which seem to us distinctly to negative the legal 
validity of a contract to make a particular devise. They 


say, “‘ Nor could a court of equity, any more than a court 
of law, compel a man to make a will in accordance with 

any promise or agreement previously given or entered 

into by him. But there isa further objection to the 
claim of the defendant to have a declaration as against 
the plaintiff that she is entitled to alife interest in the 

Manor House Farm. She is claiming to have the sama 
benefit asif Thomas Alderson had made a will in her 
favour. Mr. Justice StrzPHEn pointed out in his judgment 
that to contend that Alderson’s heir-at-law was estopped 

by Alderson’s conduct from disputing the validity of the 
unattested document would be to repeal the Statute of 
Wills. It appears to us that to give the same effect to a 
man’s promise or agreement to maké a will as to a will 
made by him in pursuance of such promise or agree-- 
ment would be in direct contravention of the provisions: 
of the statute.”” This language seems plainly to indicate: 
that the court would not have agreed with the judgment 
of Srepuen, J., quite apart from the question of 
part performance. 





Tue report of the Comptroller and Auditor-General’ 
on Chancery Funds, to which we shortly referred last. 
week, is accompanied by the account of the Chancery 
Paymaster of his receipts and expenditure on behalf of 
the Chancery Division and of the National Debt Com- 
missioners’ Chancery Funds. It appears that on the 
1st of September, 1879, there were in court, the property 
of suitors, securities of the value of £69,083,526 6s. 4d., 
and cash amounting to £5,029,454 19s.9d. During the 
year these amounts were increased by £9,282,534 18s. in 
securities of that value, and £12,108,976 6s. 4d. in 
cash, amounting (adding securities and cash together) 
to a total in value of £95,504,487 9s. 5d., and this is in 
addition to large amounts of stock expressed in the 
currency of other countries. In the course of the year 
succeeding the Ist of September, 1879, the Paymaster 
transferred out of court £8,491,238 13s. 7d. in securities, 
and paid out £11,904,410 10s. 9d. in cash, so that, at the 
end of the year—that is to say, on the 31st of August, 
1880—the funds in court amounted to £69,874,822 9s. 9d. 
in securities, and £5,234,015 15s, 4d. in cash, making @ 
total of £75,108,838 5s. 1d., in addition to the before- 
mentioned amounts expressed in foreign currencies. 
The increase of the funds of suitors in the Chancery 
Division during the year was upwards of £995,856. Tew 
years ago the amount of securities and cash in court 
was £60,904,959. In addition tothe securities and cash 
in court, of which the amount is known, there is a 
vast amount of property contained in boxes deposited 
in the Bank of England, which consists principally 
of securities. There is little contained in the report of 
the Comptroller and Auditor-General which is of more’ 
than passinginterest. The number of accounts in the 
books was 35,545; ten years ago there were only 29,253. 
The number of drafts paid was 52,387, and there were 
14,336 transactions occasioned by deposit accounts. 
Ten years ago there were 49,252 cheques drawn, but at 

that time there were no deposit accounts. 





Tue Comrrrotier, in his report, mentions cases im 
which, through the failure of solicitors to carry orders 
into the Paymaster’s Office, funds under those orders have 
been dealt with by subsequent orders which have been 
brought in, thus causing what was, in fact, a misappro- 
priation of funds, which must be set right at some time, 
but how this is to be done remains to be solved. He also 
complains that no progress has been made since last year 
in carrying over small balances under £5, pursuant to 
rule 92 of the Chancery Funds Consolidated Rules, 1874, 
to a separate account. This work should, now that the 
Paymaster’s staff has been increased, be got on with at 
once, so as to disencumber the books of accounts which 
are never likely to be drawn on. The Comptroller winds 





up his report by a complaint of the insufficiency of hi 
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own staff, adding that the examination of the chancery 
accounts is seven months in arrear, and that he has been 
under the necessity of abandoning some important parts 
of the audit. If there is to be an audit, there can be no 
question that it should be exhaustive, but it is not every 
person who thinks there is any need for an audit. The 
checks upon the Paymaster are most efficient ; any small 
mistakes that are found out by the Audit Office are 
only discovered months after they have occurred, and 
as concerns the Paymaster himself, it is notorious thata 
large portion of his time, both official and other, is taken 
up with answering letters from the Audit Office which 
had better never have been written. 








THE ACTION FOR BREACH OF 
PROMISE OF MARRIAGE. 


Tue concentration of all legislative energy upon Irish 
affairs has prevented any attention being given to really 
most important matters, legal and otherwise, such as the 
law of bankruptcy. Under these circumstances it is 
not to be wondered at that various minor matters, upon 
which at one time legislation seemed quite imminent, 
have altogether dropped out of sight. Among these is 
the proposed abolition of the action for breach of 
promise of marriage. Some remarks of the Lord Chief 
Justice on the subject, with which we cordially agree, 
have been recently going the round of the newspapers, 
and a very extraordinary action-of this kind at the 
Warwick Assizes may possibly, to some extent, recall 
the attention of the public to this topic. 

There are undoubtedly various difficulties and even 
absurdities connected with this class of action. There is 
no form of action more popular with the audience in the 
assize court of a small country town. Everyone knows 
that life ina small country town is not too amusing or 
diversified, and that, like elderly maiden ladies, small 
country towns are in consequence much given to 
scandal. Consequently, what in the nature of things 
can be more delightful to the population of such 
a place, especially the female portion of it, than 
the prospect of seeing two persons, who it is not 
unlikely are well known to most of the inhabitants, 
subjected to the most painfully ridieulous vicissitude to 
which humanity is exposed—viz., that of becoming 
hostile litigants after a long course of spooning ? What 
can be more stimulating and enjoyable to the minds of 
of a “virtuous, but at the same time inquisitive, local 
public ” than the prospect of hearing the most intimate 
private confidences of the persons who have probably 
been the theme of gossip and curiosity at half the 
tea-tables in the town for months, actually and 
authoritatively revealed ? The abolition of the action 
for breach of promise of marriage would, in 
many small towns, really be almost a death- 
blow to the assizes regarded from the dramatic 
point of view as a public entertainment. We 
are speaking of the civil side, of course, for in the 
Crown Court, no doubt, there.will always be sufficiently 
attractive novelties provided for those whose taste is of 
& more tragic or melodramatic character. An experienced 
person could almost guess without knowing, upon 
entering an assize court, whether a breach of promise 
case was shortly expected to come on. An unusual 
preponderance of the fair sex umong the audience or 
endeavouring to obtain admission ; probably even one or 
two of the more influential female leaders of society in 
the town, who have, through a friend at court, secured the 
proud privilege of a seat on the bench, bravely adorned 
with much garniture of lace and ribbon; a general air 
ou the part of all persons present, not excluding the 
counsel for the plaintiff—notwithstanding the tone of 
Virtuous indignation and compassion for betrayed and 
forsaken womanhood which they are bound professionally 
to assume—that a really good joke of the most spicy de- 





scription is about to be played; a sort of sniggering 
eagerness on the part of the audience, as of persons 
ready promptly to recognize with roars of laughter the 
first sally of counsel or the first absurdly endearing ex- 
pression in the correspondence—all these are signs 
which, to the practised observer, suggest the nature of 
the business which is forthcoming, and that a moreythan 
usually exciting or interesting breach of promise case 
may shortly be expected. The immense popularity of 
the trial scene drawn by the hand of one of our greatest 
humorists—viz., that in which the immortal Pickwick 
falls a victim in a court of law to the wiles of that 
most dangerous of widows Mrs. Bardell—depends, to a 
very great extent, upon the nature of the cause of 
action selected by the author, than whom none better 
appreciated the tastes of the British public. 

Now, if the disappointment of this vulgar curiosity, this 
base love of scandal, this ignoble craving to be amused at 
the expense of other human beings made absurd, and to 
chuckle over feelings which were, perhaps, once sincere, 
‘but have since become a laughing stock, were all that 
would result from the abolition of this form of action, 
we should be the first to cry out for its abolition. But 
it seems to us that these accidents, as we may 
call them, of the thing, coupled with the fact that 
the actions of this kind which ate brought are not 
in a very large number of instances of the most meritori- - 
ous kind, tend rather to obscure the substance of the 
question from the eyes of many persons, especially those 
of more than ordinary refinement. It is no doubt true, 
as is alleged by those who would have this form of action 
done away with, that the woman who comes into court 
to sue for the breach of a promise of marriage is not the 
most delicate of her sex, and is frequently not without 
blame herself in the matter. Sometimes it may be sus- 
pected that she has rather entrapped the defendant into- 
a hasty promise which it was really better that he 
should not keep. Again, it is no doubt true that wounded 
feelings are not in their nature properly the subject of 
pecuniary compensation. We will admit all this freely ; 
but we doubt whether those who put forward these 
arguments sufficiently consider the other side of the 
question, and what the state of things would be if the law 
refused to give any legal validity to a promise of marriage, 
leaving a man free to make such a promise without 
thereby incurring any responsibility whatever. Itis im- 
possible, in our opinion, in considering the working of 
the law, too often to insist on the proposition that the 
efficacy of the law must be looked for, not in the 
number of cases in which damages are given for 
the breach of it, but in the number of cases in 
which it is not broken. The law, as it appears in 
the courts, one is sometimes inelined to think but a poor 
business, largely mixed up with fraud and chicanery, 
very often, at any rate, so doubtful as to make it seem of 
little concern to justice which side succeeds. Anyone 
who so regards the law and its workings is confusing the 
accidents and the substance. It is true that the actual 
cases of breach of promise which come into the courts 
may not impress one very favourably, but to lay too much 
stress on that is, to our mind, to apply a wrong test. The 
question seems to us to be whether the fact that by pro- 
mising marriage legal liability is incurred does not con- 
stantly prevent light and inconsiderate promises of mar- 
riage from being made. Lawis, or ought to be, both an 
expression and a factor of human morality. The state 
of morality at which a country has arrived and the law 
act and re-act on one another. If the law said, “I give 
no legal validity to the promise of marriage,” one fears 
that possibly this might re-act injuriously on the morality 
of men—might by degrees make them think, more 
especially the rougher and less refined of them, that there 
was little obligation in such a promise if on more mature 
reflection it appeared undesirable to keep it, and there- 
fore it might be lightly made upon impulse and without 
much consideration, It can always be broken if 
need be, would be the thought that would occur. 
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It is customary with the opponents of this sort of action 
to say that it is much better that it should be 
broken if the man has really changed his mind; but 
that answer seems to us to regard too. exclusively 
the cases in which the promise is actually made. 
It is all yery well to say that it is better to break the 
promise than:keep it in such cases. We say that it is 
better not. to make the -promise in such cases, and our 
suggestion is that the existence of the action causes 
fewer promises to be made which it is afterwards better 
to break. There are a great many men of a selfish and 
sentimental order of mind, but without much manly 
sense of responsibility and fidelity. This sort of people 
exist among the lower grades of society, where to jilt a 
woman would not be to incur much social stigma. Weare 
afraid it does not. always involvemuch social stigma among 
the higher circles. We cannot help thinking that if all 
legal liability were removed, such persons would more fre- 
quently trifle with the affections and damage the prospects 
of women than they do at present. Besides, we are dis- 
posed to think that. many very fairly successful marriages 
come to pass because the promise to marry is binding in 
law.The very highest ideal of marriage ought not, to our 
mind, to be regarded as indicating the basis of legisla- 
tion. The law must regard men and women as they 
practically exist in the bulk. It is very easy to say that 
@ man who marries a woman because he will have 
damages to pay if he does not, is a man whom she is 
better without. To begin with, the damages are not the 
only element that the man will consider. The defendant 
in a breach of promise ease is made to appear both in a 
ridiculous and odious light. And the feeling of shame 
which, according to some moralists, is the original root of 
virtue, and at any rate isa feeling other than merely 
sordid, is appealed'to. Again, there is no doubt, to our 
mind, that the same consideration applies in this case as 
in the case of marriage, though no doubt in a minor 
degree: people.to a great extent embrace willingly, and 
in the end are tolerably satisfied with, a thing which is 
of binding legal obligation when they would have perhaps 
changed their mind and rejected it had it been purely 
voluntary. Many married people go on very comfortably 
and really to their mutual advantage when they would 
have separated if the continuance of the union had been 
purely voluntary. We think it very probable that many 
sufficiently happy marriages have been brought about by 
the fact that the man could not be sure if he broke it 
off whether he might not be held up to public scorn in 
a court of justice. We do not say that this very con- 
sciously suggests itself to his mind, but the existence of 
the legal obligation is a latent factor preventing fickleness 
and assisting to steadfastness. In the higher circles these 
actions are no doubt. uncommon. Though we do not say 
that bad conduct on the part of men in this respect is 
not common enough in those circles, we should be 
disposed to think that social opinion in this respect was 
more potent and effective as a check upon such conduct 
than it would be in the lower middle class, 





On the 15th inst., Mr. Justice Barry passed sentence of 
ten years’ penal servitude upon Thomas Oolclough, the 
stamp distributor, ut Dubliz, who was found guilty of forging 
and uttering forged stamps. 

After finishing the assizes at — says the Times, 
Mr. Baron Huddleston was requ to proceed to Bristol, 
to take the place of Lord Justice Lush, who was obliged to 
return to London from illness. It was noticed during the 
assizes, both at Croydon and Bristol, that the judge was 
suffering great pain, Immediately after his return to London 
on Wi y morning, having finished the cause list at 
Bristol, aconsultation with his doctors was held and the 


ion of lithotrity was advised. It was formed 
Sir Henry Thom in the presence of Dr. Dobe! 
Mr. Buckstone Brown, and Mr, Clover, who administered 


the ether. The operation was eminently successful; a large 
calculus was removed, and Mr. Baron Huddleston is progress- 
dng favourably. 





SECURED CREDITOR IN ADMI- 
NISTRATION OF INSOLVENT 
ESTATE. 


Tux recent cases of In-re rn Williams v. Hophins 
(29 W. R. 658), and Zn're Hopkins (29 W. R. 752),'are 
of much importance, as showing the practice under the 
provisions of section 10 of the Judicature Act, 1875, 
importing the Bankruptcy Rules into the administration. 
of insolvent estates. The plaintiffs were equitable mort- 
gagees of part of the estate-of an insolvent testator. 


They took a judgment 'in their action on behalf of them- — 


selves and all other the creditors. After the usual 
decree had been:made, the chief «clerk called upon the 
mortgagees to put a value on their security, which they 
did, valuing it at £1,800, and the chief clerk then 
certified that. they were unsecured creditors for the 
balance, ‘beyond the amount of such valuation, of the 
mortgage debt. They then applied that the mortgaged 
property might be included in the sale of the testator’s 
real.estate ordered by the decree, and that, in the event 
of the. proceeds being insufficient to pay their debt and 
costs, they might be allowed to prove for the balance 
against the testator’s estate. The judge ordered all the 
testator’s estate to be sold, without prejudice to any 
question; and upon the sale the mortgaged proporty 
realized £343 less than the valuation. ‘The mortgagees 
then applied by summons that they might prove for 
the balance between the sum actually realized and the 
amount of their mortgage debt and costs. Mr. Justice 
Fry held that, as the plaintiffs had not. excepted to the 
chief clerk’s certificate or attempted to vary it, they 
must be taken to have exercised their right.of election, 
under section 10 of the Judicature Act, 1875, to treat 
the mortgaged property as being of the value of £1,800, 
and could not be released from that election unless 
under circumstances showing that there had been 
mistake or miscarriage. .As' no’such circumstances 
were shown to exist, and..no question was raised 
as to the election being made under pressure or by 
mistake, Mr. Justice Fry dismissed the summons. 
Subsequently the mortgagees applied that the 
chief clerk’s certificate might be varied or altered, 
alleging that ‘‘in putting a value on their security, when 
directed by the chief clerk so to do, they did not exer- 
cise any right of election, and had no option; that it was 
the invariable practice in chambers, in the administration 
of an. insolvent estate of a person who had died since the 
commencement of the Judicature \Aet, 1875, to compel 
every secured creditor to put a:valueon his security, and 
the chief clerks had in all cases ignored rule 78 of the 
Bankruptcy Rules, 1870, and had regard only to rules 
99, 100, and 101; and that the plaintiffs were forced to 
value before it was proved ‘that the estate was insol- 
vent. 

Now, under the Bankruptcy Rules referred to in the 
summons the course of procedure is this :—Rule 78 
enables the owner of the security to apply by motion for 
the realization of the property comprised in his security. 
Rule ‘80 provides that, ‘in case the moneys which arise 
from the:sale shall be insufficient to pay and satisfy 
what shall be found due to the owner of the security, 
then he shall be entitled to prove for such deficiency. 
Rule 99 provides that a secured creditor, unless he shall 
have realized his security, shall, previously to being 
allowed to prove, state in his proofthe particulars of his 
security and the value thereof. These rules, in the opinion 


of Mr. Justice Fry, contemplate two successiveacts ; that . 


is to say, the realization of the property is contemplated 
as taking-place, if at all, at an earlier stage; and when 
the stage of proof has been reached, if the sale has not 
previously takemplace, then the valuation istobeputupon 
the property. Applying the rules, as thus interpreted, 
to the administration of an insolvent estate, the learned 
judge held that the plaintiffs might, if they had thought fit, 
have applied by motion for the realization of their 
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gecurity at any time before the matter came before the 
ehief clerk to ascertain the amount of their debt. That 
period, in the opinion of Mr. Justice Fry, corresponds to 
the period of proof in bankruptcy. After that period the 


99th rule applies, and, if the plaintiff has not then realized 


his security, the chief clerk is bound to require him to 
puta value on it. The learned judge, therefore, held 
thatin Inre Hopkins the chief clerk had acted in atrict 
accordance. with the Bankruptcy Rules. 

If this case is to be taken as settling the practice, it 
would appear that, as soon as the estate has been 
ascertained, oragreed between all parties, to be insolvent, 
the mortgagee should apply to have his security 
realized, end that, if he neglects to do this before the 
chief clerk comes to ascertain his debt, he will have 
either to rest on his security or to put a value on 
it. Probably the result will be to render more common 
in actions for administration by a mortgagee the form 
of judgment given in 2 Seton, 823, 4th ed., under which 
the plaintiff will first realize his security, and, if 
it proves insufficient, will go on to administer the 
estate as a creditor for the purpose of obtaining pay- 
ment of the balance of his debt out of the estate. 





RECENT DECISIONS. 


DISTRESS ON GOODS OF COMPANY. 


(Thomas v. Patent Lionite Company, C.A., 29 W. R. 
596 ; In re Silkstone and Dodworth Coal and Iron 
Company (Limited), Ex parte Perkins, Fry, J., 29 
W. R. 484; In re South Kensington Co-operative 
Stores (Limited), Fry, J., 29 W, R. 662.) 


In the first mentioned of these cases a landlord dis- 
trained on the goods of a company after the passing of a 
resolution for voluntary winding up, but before the ap- 

tment of a liquidator. Vice-Chancellor Malins held 

9 W. R. 349) that until the liquidator was appointed 
there was no “effective winding up,” explaining the 
provision of section 130, that a voluntary winding up 
shall be d d to commence at the pasaing of the 
resolution, as meaning ‘‘at the passing of something 
which is effective”; hence he thought that there was 
nothing to prevent the distress from being levied. The 
Court of Appeal, without any hesitation, adhered to the 
plain meaning of the words of section 130, and held that 
adistress levied by a landlord after the passing of a 
Winding-up resolution, whether a liquidator is or. is 
not appointed, will be void under section 163, subject 
to the discretion of the court under sections 185 and 
187. With regard to the exercise of this discretion, the 
Master of the Rolls took occasion to re-state the rule laid 
down in In re North Yorkshire Iron Company (26 W. RB. 
867) and other cases, that ‘‘ the court ought to exercise 
this discretion in favour of a landlord or execution 
¢reditor when he cannot prove in the winding up for 
his debt; but where he can prove, the discretion ought 
not to be exercised. Here the landlords are creditors 
4nd can prove. There is, therefore, no ground for exer- 
tising this judicial discretion.” 

In In re Silkstone, &c., Company (Limited), a lease-of 
coal mines to a company contained a power for the 
lessor, if rent should be in arrear for thirty days, to 
Stop the working and to distrain; and, if no gufficient 
distress should be found, or if there should be a breach 
f covenant not capable of being compensated in 
Money, to enter, and that then the term should cease. 
An order for a winding up by the court was made on 
November 5, on a petition presented on October 7. 
Rent fell due on November 3, and on December 6, 
‘the rent not being paid, the lessor required the liqui- 
ator to pay the rent, and stated that, if the rent 
‘Were not paid, he should apply to the'court to restrain 
‘the working. The liquidator did not pay the rent, 

4nd continued the working, and large quantities of 








coal were got. It was contended that the rent should 
be apportioned, and that the lessor should prove for 
the proportionate part up te October 7, the commence- 
ment of the winding-up. Mr. Justice Fry thought 
that the question before the court was governed by 
the principle of In re Lundy Granite Company, Ea 
parte Heaven (19 W. BR. 609, L. R. 6 Oh. 462), that “in 
some casea between the landlord and the company, if 
the company for its own purposes, and with a view to 
the realization of the property to better advantage, re- 
mains in ion of the estate, which the lessor is 
therefore not able to obtain possession of, common sense 
and ordinary justice require the court to see that the 
landlord receives the full value of the property.” As 
the liquidator, after the notice had been given by the 
landlord under the proviso in the lease, continued work- 
ing the mines, Mr. Justice Fry held that this was an 
election by the liquidator to continue in possession of 
the property for the purposes of the company, entitling 
the lessor to the full rent—that is, to the whole half 
year’s rent due on November 3. The ground on which 
this decision was put appears to be that the landlord 
having the power, by compelling the working to cease, to 
render less valuable an asset of the company, the liquida- 
tor must be taken to have purchased from the landlord 
the right of going on working on the terms of fulfilling 
the provisions of the lease. 

In In Re South Kensington Co-operative Stores, a 
company occupied leasehold houses for the purposes of 
their business, and after the presentation of a petition to 
wind up the company, the provisional and official liqui- 
dator continued to carry on the business on the same 
premises. The rent having fallen into arrear, the land- 
lord applied to the court for liberty to distrain. It 
appears that the lease contained a proviso for re-entry, 
but the landlord had not taken any steps to enforce it. 
Mr. Justice Fry gave leave to the landlord to distrain only 
for the rent accruing since the commencement of the 
winding up—i.e., the date of the presentation of the 
petition—and held that the court would apportion the 
rent accruing due before and after that date. 

The result of the two cases last mentioned seems to 
be, first of all, to confirm the view of Vice-Chancellor 
Hall in In re North Yorkshire [ron Company (26 W. R. , 
367, L. R. 7 Ch. D. 661), that a landlord is entitled to 
be paid in full the rent accruing from day to day after | 
the commencement of the liquidation Whenever the © 
liquidator has retained possession of the property let, | 
either with a view of carrying on the business or of | 
disposing of it as a going concern. It is also decided / 
that the period after which the landlord is entitled to / 
the rent is the presentation of the petition for winding; 
up; and that in ordinary cases the court will apportion; 
the rent accruing before and after that date. Bat it} 
appears that where the landlord has shown an intention} 
to enforce his proviso for re-entry, he may, in some cases, | 
become entitled to the whole of the rent which be- } 
comes due in respect of the preceding term of payment * 
on a day after the commencement of the liquidation, 








CORRESPONDENCE. 


ENROLLING DEED IN CHANCERY. . 
[Zo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 
Sir,—Can any of your readers tell me the effect of 
enrolling a deed in chancery? A question has arisen 
whether enrolment makes a deed absolutely unimpeach- 
able, and I shall be glad to be referred to some authority 
on the point. A Scnscnipgr. 
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CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Company— WINDING UP—ACTION BY DEBENTURE- HOLDER 
—Costs,—In a case of In re Province of Brescia Steam 
Tramway Company (Limited), before Cave, J., Vacation 
Judge, on the 17th inst., a petition by creditors was pre- 
sented for the compulsory winding up of the company, 
and subsequently actions were commenced by debenture- 
holders to enforce their securities, and for the usual 
accounts in reference thereto, By the direction of the judge 
motions for the appointment of receivers in the actions 
were directed to come on with the winding-up petition. 
One order was eventually made in the petition and in the 
actions, and a voluntary winding up, agreed to by the 
company, was continued under the supervision of the court, 
and the liquidators already appointed were continued, and 
were also appointed receivers in the actions, A question 
was then raised as to whether the costs of the plaintiffs, in 
the two actions should be costs in the winding up, and 
this was objected to by thecompany. Caves, J., held that 
the costs of the actions were properly costs in the winding 
up, and on these terms all further proceedings in the 
actions were stayed.—Soicirors, Bellamy, Strong, & Co. ; 
Munns § Longden ; Taylor. 


BuBBLE COMPANY — Winpinc ur.—In the case of the 
Wheal Elizabeth Company (Limited), also before Cave, J., 
Vacation Judge, on the 17th inst., a petition was presented 
for the winding up of the company by a sbareholder, on 
the ground that the sume was a fraud and a bubble com- 
pany. The company did not oppose the application, and 
Cavz, J., made the usual compulsory order.—Soxicirors, 
Beall ; J. Davis. ‘ 


Company—Winpine vup—Conpuct or OrpEr.—In the 
case of another company, called the Silver Valley Mines 
(Limited), also before Cave, J., on the 17th inst., a compul- 
sory order was made for the winding up of the company on a 
similar ground to that in the last-mentioned case, and certain 
creditors of the company, who were so by virtue of an order 
of Bacon, V.C., directing their names to be removed from 
the list of shareholders, on the ground that their applications 
for shares had been induced by fraud and misrepresentations 
in the prospectus, applied to have the conduct of the wind- 
ing-up order. Reliance was placed upon a decision of Bacon, 
V.C., in an analogous case of the Great Wheal Polgooth Com- 
pany, where he had taken the conduct of the winding up from 
the petitioner, and bad given it to tke shareholders whose 
aames had been struck off the list of shareholders. The 
grounds in the present case, in which this was sought to 
be done, were that the petitioner had only a small interest 
in the company as a shareholder, and that the whereabouts 
of the petitioner, whose name and address were given in the 

tition, could not be ascertained on inquiry at that address. 

AVE, J., said that he saw no sufficient reason for depart- 
ing from the usual course, and taking the conduct of the 
winding up from the petitioner, and, therefore, he 
made the usual compulsory order, and also the usual order 
as to the costs of persons appearing on the petition, 
Soricitors, Beall ; J. Davis ; Snell & Greenip. 


Company—LiquipaTion — Sate By LiquIpAToR To 
Drrectors—Sanction oF Court—Companizs Act, 1862, 
8. 138.—In the case of Re Yarmouth and Gorleston Tramways, 
also before Cave, J., on the 17th inst., a motion was made 
by the liquidator of the company for the sanction of the 
court to a proposed sale of the assets to certain directors of 
the company. Objection was made to the motion, and 
reliance was placed on upon Aberdeen Railway Company v. 
Blackie (1 Macq. 461). Cave, J., considered the sale a 
proper one, and gave his sanction thereto.—Soxicirors, 
Druce ; Jackson & Attlee. 


Hapeas corpus—Inrants—Custopy—MisconpucT oF 
Fatuer.—In a case of Re Webber, also before Cave, J., on 
the 17th inst., an application was made to make a rule nisi 
for a habeas corpus absolute against the grandfather and 
grandmother of two infants, both under seven years old, who 
had possession of the infants and refused to give them up to 
their father. The mother of the infants was dead, and the 





ground of the application was not any cruelty or miscon. — 


duct of the father to the children’ themselves, but hi’ 
cruelty tohis wife. Cave, J., considered this no ground for 
depriving the father of his lawful right to the custody of the 
children, and made the order absolute, with costs.—Soxj- 
citors, Britten § Co.; Farmer. 


Company — APPLICATION TO RESTRAIN PRESENTA. 
TION OF PrTIT1ION—DisrutED Desr— Bona FIDES,— 
In the cases of Anglo-Universal Bank v. Tram 
ways and General Works Company, and Same ¥, 
Eaton, also before Cave, J., Vacation Judge, on the 
17th inst., motions were made to restrain the presenta. 
tion of petitions to wind up the company, on the ground 
that the same would not be Jond jide, as the petitioners’ 
debts in each case were disputed. In the first case the claim 
was for calls on 3,000 shares in the defendant company, 
which shares had been underwritten by the plaintiff com- 
pany, but which liability was denied by the plaintiff com. 
pany, on the ground that their agent had no power to enter 
into the contract. Cave, J., considered that the defendants 
had not made out a prima facie case of liability on the part 
of the plaintiff company, and he made an order restraining 
the presentation of a petition until the trial. In the seconé 
case, the defendant alleging that he did not threaten or intend 
to present a petition, Cave, J., also granted an injunction 
until the trial.—Soxicrrors, Ashurst, Morris, § Co.> 
Burchells ; Terrell, 





HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
Cuancery Division—Ro1tis Court. 
July 22.—Koss v. Baker. 


Silas Galsworthy made his will, dated 2nd of September, 
1868, and thereby appointed his wife, Mary Galsworthy, and 
George William Rich, executrix and executor, and devised 
all his real estate (including chattels real) unto and to the use 
of the said Mary Galsworthy and George William Kich, theis 
heirs, executors, and administrators respectively, upon trust 
that the said Mary Galsworthy and George William Rich, or 
the survivor of them, or the heirs, executors, or administra- 
tors respectively of such survivor, should sell the same. The 
testotor died on the 21st of September, 1869. George Wil- 
liam Rich declined acting in the trusts of the will ané 
executed a deed poll renouncing the trusts thereof, and the 
will was duly proved by Mary Galsworthy, the widow of the 
testator, who took upon herself the execution of the trusts, 
None of the estates of the testator were disposed of during 
the life of Mary Galsworthy, who made her will on the 8th of 
April, 1870, and thereby devised and bequeathed all estates 
vested in her upon any trust to Thomas Baker upon the 
trusts and subject to the equities affecting the same, Mary 
Galsworthy died on the 19th of May, 1870, and her will was 
duly proved by Thomas Baker. On the 10th of February, 
1880, an action was commenced by some of the beneficiaries 
under the testator’s will against Thomas Baker for the ad- 
ministration of his real and — estate. On the 10th of 
Jaly, 1880, the judgment of the court declaring that the 
trusts of the will of the testator ought to be performed and 
carried into execution, and directing the usual accounts and 
inquiries, was obtained. On the 8th of March, 1881, am 
order was made that the testator’s real and leasehold estates 
be sold with theapprobation of the judge, and directing the 
purchase-money to go into court. On the 17th of May, 
1881, the plaintiffs applied that, notwithstanding the order 
of the 8th of March, 1881, the plaintiffs might be at liberty 
to proceed to sell out of court the real and Jeasehold estates 
mentioned in the said order by publicauction. The apne 
tion coming before the chief clerk he made the fo — 
note, ‘‘I will not order the sale out of court, because it 
directed by the court, but as all parties wish it, let them sell 
and come here for confirmation.” The plaintiffs laid the 
abstract of title to the testator’s estate before conveyancing 
counsel. The estates were both freehold and leasehold. 
Counsel advised that, having regard to Cooke v. Craw, 
(13 Sim. 91), Thomas Baker could not execute the trust for 
sale contained in the testator’s will, and that an application 
should be made to the court to appoint)/new trustees. 
was in the testator’s will a defective power to appoint new 
trustees. Having regard to Re Jackson (16 W. R. 572), ib 








was thought unsafe for Thomas Baker to appoint new trustee 


of the testator’s will under Lord Cranworth’s Act (23 & % 
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Vict. c. 145, 8, 27). The plaintiffs, therefore, moved under 
fhe Trustee Act, 1850, and the 15 & 16 Vict. c. 55, for the 
appointment of a new trustee, and for a vesting order. 

Whitehorne, Q.C., and A. J. Leach, for the vlaintiffs. 

Cutler, for Baker. 

The Master or THE Rots held that the case was distin- 
guishable from Cooke v. Crawford. The sale was not made 
by the devisee of the trust estate, but by the Chancery Divi- 
tion. The devisee had the legal estate. Cooke v. Crawford 
aly decided that the devisee of trust estates could not 
«xercise the trust. The court had exercised the trust. 
‘Cooke y. Crawford had nothing to do with the devolution of 
estates. The equitable estate was derived under the order. 
The title was perfectly good. The order for sale was the 
equitable title. 

Solicitors for the plaintiffs, Nash § Field. 

Solicitors for the defendants, Hillearys & Taylor. 





THE RAILWAY COMMISSION.* 
July 9; August 1.—The Corporation and the Chamber of 
‘ommerce of Hudderstield v. The Great Northern Railway 
Company, and The Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincolnshire 
Railway Company. 
Workin; t—Revision of by Railway Commissioners— 


ig agreemen 
3 ween of Railways Act, 1873 (36 & 37 Vict. c. 48), 
8. 10. 
A special Act was passed which enabled the G. N. Railway 


Company and the M. Railway bage ad to enter into 
working agreements, and in pursuance of that Act an agree- 
‘ment was entered into, the 14th clause of which was as 
follows :—“ Neither re ge = —_ any bargain, aoe, 
agreement, or arrangement with any other company, or do any 
other Act, directly or indirectly, to affect injuriously the traffic 
of the other company, or to prejudice this agreement, without 
the consent of such other coinpany.”? Upon an application by 
the Corporation and Chamber of Commerce of Huddersfield to 
the Railway Commissioners, under section 10 of the Regulation 
of Railways Act, 1873, to revise the above agreement in the 
interests of the public, by declaring the said 14th clause to be 
invalid or to be modified, , 
Held, that such clause acted prejudicially to the interests of 
the public, because it did not leave the railway companies at 
to accommodate the use of their line to what was 
advantageous for traffic, and that the agreement must be 
modified either by the omission of the article or by the addition 
thereto of a proviso to the following effect :—‘‘ Provided that 
aot in this agreement shall be used or operate to prevent 
ither of the companies parties hereto from agreeing to any 
through rate, or entering into any agreement with any other 
‘ompany or companies with reference to the conveyance of 
ic by ~~ route hereafter to be o_ or which has been 
¢pened for the first time any time since October 1, 1860, or to 
‘the interchange of running powers in respect of any such route 
orany part of it. 


This was an application to the Railway Commissioners 
under section 10 of the Regulation of Railways Act, 1873, 
by the Corporation and Chamber of Commerce of Hudders- 
field, asking the commissioners to revise certain parts of a 
working agreement between the Great Northern Railway 
Company and the Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincolnshire 
Railway Company, which were alleged to operate prejudi- 
tially to the town and district of Huddersfield. 

The application alleged that ths 14th clause of the agree- 
Ment (which was as follows :—‘‘ Neither company shall make 
any bargain, treaty, agreement, or arrangement with any 
other company, or do any other act, directly or indirectly, 
to affect injuriously the traffic of the other company, or to 
Prejudice this agreement, without the consent of such other 
‘ompany ”) had operated very prejudicially to the public inte- 
tests of the borough of Huddersfield and adjoining districts, 
and had been instrumental in debarring the inhabitants of 
‘the said borough and districts from railway facilities of great 
importance to their prosperity and well-being. The appli- 
‘ants asked the commissioners to revise the agreement in the 
interests of the public, and that the 14th clause be declared 
invalid and void, and that the same be expunged from the 
‘Agreement, or be so modified as to enable either of the com- 
panies to make such bargains, treaties, agreements, and ar- 
‘angements with any other company or person, and to do 

acts a8 may serve or promote the public interests of the 
inhabitants of Huddersfield and the adjacent districts, 
‘whether or not any such bargain, treaty, agreement, or such 





* Reported by W. H. Macnamara, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 





acts injariously affect the traffic of the other companies 
parties to the agreement, or prejudice the agreement. 

R. E. Webster, Q.C., and Be, ‘and Williams, appeared for 
the applicants. 

Po Q.C., and Dugdale, for the Great Northern Railway 
mpany. 

Littler, Q.C., and WorsZey, for the Manchester, Sheffield, 
and Lincolnshire Railway Company. y 

The CommissioneRs delivered the following judgment:— 

The question to be determined is whether an ment, 
dated October, 1860, and made between the Great Northern 
Company and the Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincolashire 
Company, requires, in our opinion, to be modified in the 
public interest. The agreement, which was entered into 
under the powers given by the Great Northern and 
Manchester, Bheffield and Lincolnshire Railway Companies 
Act, 1858, was one securing mutual facilities for the inter- 
change of traffic, with contingent running powers to each 
company in the event of the facilities failing to he afforded. 
The facilities given, subject to the — from the through 
traffic being divided in the proportions fixed by the agree- 
ment, were the right and privilege of free passage for each 
company’s carriages and wagons over the railways of the 
other company, to be conveyed by such other company as 
fully and freely as it might convey its own carriages and 
wagons. The agreement then provided that traffic originat- 
ing upon either company’s lines, for which the joint rail- 
ways might forma convenient route, and which might not 
be otherwise specially consigned or addressed, or be the 
subject of agreements, if any, then subsisting with other 
companies, should be booked, or invoiced, or conveyed by 
that route. It also contained the following article :—(14) 
“ Neither company shall make any bargain, treaty, agree- 
ment, or arrangement with any other company, or do anyother 
act, directly or indirectly, to affect injuriously. the traffic of 
the other company, or to prejudice this agreement, without 
the consent of such other company.”’ It.is to this article 
that exception has been taken by the Corporation and 
Chamber of Commerce of Huddersfield, and their contention 
is that, having regard to the public interests, the article ought 
to be disallowed. 

In the view of the Sheffield Company, the agreement 
prevents either company, without the consent of the other, 
from co-operating in the forwarding of traffic covered by the 
agreement by any other route than that indicated by it. 
Neither company is to do or agree to anything directly or 
indirectly to affect injuriously the traffic of the other 
company. ‘The traflic protected by these words means 
probably the traffic of lines already existing and worked by 
the companies in 1860, and, therefore, might not include 
traffic of railways acquired since 1860; but as to traffic of 
railways which either company had in 1860, the other 
company would seem bound not to divert such traffic from ° 
these railways. ‘Traffic vid those railways, or either of 
them, between Manchester or Liverpool and London, or 
places south of Retford, would be within the article, and 
the article, as above interpreted, means that neither company 
is to carry such traffic by a route which would cause the 
interest the other company would have in also carrying it to 
be injuriously affected. 

Now it does not seem to us consistent with the public 
interest that any company should have the power, by agree- 
ment or otherwise, of thus interfering to exclude another 
company from the use of any particular route which may 
from time to time be opened for the transmission of traffic, 
and we consider that a stipulation which affords a reason- 
able ground for such a contention as that advanced, whether 
successfully or not, is one which cannot but act to the 
prejudice of the public interest. So far as such a stipulation 
might be looked upon as confined to routes in actual 
existence at the time when this agreement was 
approved by the Board of Trade, it might possibly be con- 
sidered as conceded by that authority in consideration of 
the other advantages gained by the public through the 
agreement, and if the operation of the clause were thus con- 
fined we should not think it necessary to interfere with it. 
In the uncertainty that a route convenient at one time will 
always continue to be so, it seems inexpedient that a rail- 
way company, if occasion should arise, should not be free to 
accommodate the use of its line to what is advantageous for 
traffic. The article in question does not leave these companies 
at liberty so to act, and the term is a long one for which the 
restrictions are imposed. During its continuance, so far as 
traffic the subject of the agreement is concerned, the two 
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companies engage to deal exclusively with each other and 
to make no bargains with other companies. A private trader 
can, of course, if he thinks fit, agree to’forward all his 
traffic by a particular railway to all places to which the rail- 
way gives access. But a railway company is not in tho 
position of an ordinary trader. It has duties and services 
to perform in which the public are interested, and if it binds 
itself in the way the trader may do, and, during the con- 
tinuance of the agreement, new lines or routes are opened, 
and it has not the option of combining with them for the 
working of traffic, the restriction cannot but operate as a de- 
triment to the public. These considerations compel us to 
refuse to sanction the continuance of this agreement unless 
the companies will consent to its being modified either by 
the omission of the article or by the addition thereto of a 
proviso to the following effect :—‘ Provided that nothing in 
this agreement shall be used or operate to prevent either of 
the companies parties hereto from agreeing to any through 
rate, or entering into any agreement with any other company 
or companies with reference to the conveyance of traffic by 
any route hereafter to be opened, or which has been opened 
for the first time any time since October 1, 1860, or to the 
interchange of running powers in respect of any such route 
or any part of it,” but we do not mean to tie the companies 
to the words of this proviso if they prefer any other form 
which will effect, substantially, the same object. 

Solicitors for the applicants, Van Sanaau, for Batky & 
Mitls, Huddersfield. 

Solicitors for the Great Northern Company, Nelson, Barr, 
§ Nelson. 

Solicitor for the Manchester, Sheffield, &., Company, 
R. B. M. Lingard Monk. 








SOCIETIES. 


SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 


The usual monthly meeting of the board of directors of 
this asseciation was held at the Law Institution, Chancery- 
lane, London, on Wednesday, August 10, Mr. F. T. Veley 
(Chelmsford) in the chair, the other directors present being 
Messrs. Asker (Norwich), Brook, Hedger, and Mellersh 
(Godalming)—Mr. Eiffe, seeretary. A sum of £205 was 
distributed in grants of assistance among necessitous solici- 
tors and their widows and families ; six new members were 
added to the association; aod other general business trans- 





LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


COUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATION. 
Micuaztmas Course or | ecturgs, 1881. 
Prospectus of the Lectures of the Professors. 


The professor of jurisprudence will deliver, during the 
ensuing edocational term, a course of four lectures on 
“ General Principles of the Law of Contract,” to be fol- 
lowed by s course of eight lectures on “The Law of 
Contract viewed as a Part of Private International Law.” 

There will be twelve lectures during the term. The first 
lecturéof this course will be delivered on Thursday, the 3rd 
of November, at 3 p.m., and the subsequent lectures at the 
same hour on Mondays and Thursdays. 

Equity. 

The professor of equity will deliver, during the ensning 
educational term, twelve lectores upon “ Equity as Con- 
nected with Partnership.” 

The first lecture will be delivered on Friday, the 4th of 
November, at 4.15 p.m., and the subsequent lectures at 
the same hour on Wednesdays and Fridays during the 


term. 
Law of Real and Personal Property. 

The professor of the law of real and personal property 
will deliver, during the ensuing educational term, twelve 
lectures on “‘ The Law of Vendors and Parchasers of Real 
Ketate.” 

The first lecture on this subject will be delivered on 
Priday, the 4th of November, et 3.5 p.m. 





The subsequent lectures will be delivered on Tuesday 


at 4 p.m., and on Fridays at 3.5 p.m. 


Common Law, 


The professor of common law will deliver, during the 
ensuing educational term, twelve lectures on “ The 
Principles of the Law of Torts,” 

The first lecture on this subject will be delivered on 
Thursday, the 3rd of November, at 4.15 p.m. 

The subsequent lectures will be delivered on Mondays 
and Thursdays at the same hour. 








THE COURT OF APPEAL. 


“W,. B.” has addressed the following letter to the editor of 
the Times :-— 

“Her Majesty’s Government are of opinion ‘ that it is 
expedient to alter the constitution of the Court of Appeal.” 
The meaning must be that it is expedient to strengthen that 
court, in order that it may efficiently fulfil the duties 
imposed on it. I do not think that the Government are of 
opinion that up to this time the court has failed. If they 
are of that opinion they are wrong. Theiropinion, more 
probably, is that the court, unless its constitution is altered, 
will fail in the future. Intimately acquainted with the 
working of the court, I agree with the Government in this 
view. Sut, in order to determine rightly what is the 
proper alteration, one should understand correctly why the 
court has not hitherto failed, and why it is probable that it 
fail in the future unless its constitution is altered. The 
has succeeded because the members of it have in fact been, and 
have been admitted to be, lawyers of. more than usual 
knowledge, experience, and authority. The court has gained 
the respect of suitors, the profession, and the public, because 
its decisions have been mainly right, and because its 
members have conducted its arduous business with calmness 
and firmness. The court has not hitherto failed to gain the 
acquiescence of the judges of the High Court, because the 
majority of those judges have not unwillingly yielded to the 
personal authority of most, if not all, of the judges of the 
Court of Appeal, and because the judges of the Coart of 
Appeal have understood the feelings of the judges of the 
High Court. But there has been no inconsiderable difficulty 
in the way of the Court of Appeal in respect of their relation 
to the High Court. If ever the business of the Court 
of Appeal is conducted intemperately, or without a 
careful abstinence from harsh expression, it will fail. The 
judges of the High Court are men of eminent. talent, of 
great reputation, of high spirit; it is inevitable, because it 
is natural, that they should feel considerable tenderness 
when other judges differ from and alter their mature de- 
cisions. They will not submit to, they are far too ablenot 
to find means to avoid, the consequences of a difference of 
opinion as to the law on any point, unless they willingly 
submit to the authority of those who differ from thems 
This friction has existéd between the Court of Appeal and 
some of the judges of the High Court, notwithstanding the 
age, experience, and admitted personal talent of most of 
those who have been members of the Court of Appeal. 
This has been, and is, and will always be, the 
chief difficulty of the Court of Appeal. Lord Colee 
ridge expresses the feeling which causes the diffi« 
culty when he speaks of the decision of three Judes 
sitting in one room being overruled a decision of three 
judges sitting in another room. his feeling must. be 
soothed. The feeling which is required is that the decision 
of three judges of the High Court may sometimes be 
properly overruled by three judges of recognized wei 
sitting in a Court of Appeal. This feeling of unwoun 
acquiescence ¢in only be created and maintained by so come 
stituting the Court of Appeal as to make it always co 
not cnly, in fact, of the greatest lawyers of the day, but 
those who are recognized and admitted to be so. It is es 
sential that the judges of the Court of Appeal should, ia 
fact, be the greatest lawyers; it is equally essential that 
they should be so recognized to be such as to make it une 
becoming and useless to dispute theit authority, The 
presence of such lawyers in the court can only be secured 
at this time in this country by « greater and more visible 
difference being made between the position of the judges. ob 


the Court of Appeal and of the jadges of the High Court. 
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mt cit ey Sana 
- relieving the ju the Court Pp om. 
A necessity of going circuit or otherwise fulfilling the 
duties of judges of the High Court, unless in cases 
of emergency. The sooner this fact is recognized, and 
objections to a sufficient expenditure to secure this end are 
overcome, the better forthe proper administration of the law. 
This is the alteration in the constitution of the Court of 
Appeal which is necessary, because it is the only one which 
will be effective. The lawyers of highest repute apogee the 
in the Chancery. Division must be recruited as well as those 

otising in the Common Law Division. I say advisedly 

t the highest cannot be procured from either side 
unless this alteration is made. And let those who are 
responsible clearly understand that the necessity of recruiting 
prgely for the Court of Appeal is imminent.” 


LEGAL APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. AtzexanperR AsHER, advocete, M.P., succeeds Mr. 
Balfour as Solicitor-General for Scotland. Mr. Asher is the 
second son of the Rev. William Asher, and was born in 
1835. He was educated at the Elgin Academy and at the 
University of Edinburgh, and he was called to the bar in 
Scotland in 1861. He was an advocate depute from 1870 
till 1874, and a few weeks ago he was elected M.P. for the 
Elgin Boroughs in the Liberal interest. 

Mr. Joun Brarr Batrour, Q.C., M-P., Solicitor-General 
for Scotland, succeeds Mr. Maclaren as Lord Advocate. Mr. 
Balfour is the son of the Rev, Peter Balfour, and was born in 
1887. He was educated at the Edinburgh Academy and at 
the University of Edinburgh, and he was called to the bar in 
Seotland in 1861. On the formation of the present Govern- 
ment he was appointed Solicitor-General for Scotland and a 
Queen’s Counsel. Mr. Balfour was elected M.P. for Clack- 
mannanshire in the Liberal interest in November, 1880. 

Mr. Witt1am Born, solicitor, of Okehampton, has been 
appointed = Perpetual Commissioner for Devonshire for 
taking the Acknowledgments of Deeds by Married Women. 

Mr. Freperick Dorrton, solicitor, of. 3, Drapers- 
wedens, Throgmorton-street, E.C,, has been appointed a 

mmissioner for taking Affidavits and Acknowledgments 
of Married Women for Western Australia; also a Commis- 
sioner for taking Affidavits in South Australia. 

Mr. Cartes Ropert Wave Gery, eolicitor; of St. 
Neots and Kimbolton, has been appointed Coroner for the 
Toseland Division of Huntingdonshire. Gery was 
admitted a solicitor in 1864, 

Mr. Lewis Jonn Kempruongns, solicifor, of Neath, has 
been appointed Deputy-Coroner for the Western Division 
o> ee Mr. Kempthorne was admitted a soli- 

in 1861. 


Mr. Jonn Mactaren, Q.C., M.P., Lord Advocate of 
Scotland, has been appointed a Judge of the Court of 
Session, on the resignation of Lord Gifford. Mr. Maclaren 
isthe eldest son of Mr. Duncan Maclaren, many years M.P. 

Edinburgh, and was born in 1831. He is an M.A. of the 
University of Edinburgh, and he was called to the bar in 
Scotland in 1856. He was for several years sheriff of 
chancery in Scotland, and at the general election of 1880 he 





was elected M.P. for the borough of Wigton in the Liberal. 


interest. On the formation of the, present Government he 
Was appointed Lord Advocate and a. Queen's Counsel. Mr. 
Maclaren failed to seoure re-election at Wigton, bat in 

last he was elected M.P, for the city of Edin- 


Mr. Joun McKzrver, solicitor, of Wigton, has been ap- 


Clerk to the Wigton Local Board, in succession to § 


father, the late Mr. James McKeever. 
Mr. Errennz Peviercau, barrister, substitate pro- 
Ctreur for Mauritius, has been ap Procureur and 
al for that. colony, in succession to Mr. 
Edward Morehead W deceased, Mr. Pellereau was 
_— to the bar at the Middle Temple in Trivity Term, 





Mr. Tom Turner, solicitor, of Hull, Beverley, and 
Market Weighton, has beem appointed a Magistrate for the 
Lager of Beverley. Mr. Turner was admitted a solicitor 
in 1862. 


co 


DISSOLUTION OF PARTNERSHIP. ’ 
Wutiam Sropuer and Ricuarp ALBERT Ronpue, 
(Stopher & Rundle), solicitors, Coleman-street, London. 
August 4, The business will be continued on: at the same 
address by the said Richard Albert Rundle. 
[ Gazette, Angust: 12, 1880. 








COMPANIES. 


WINDING-UP NOTICES. 
Jornt Stock ComPanizs; 
LIMITED In CHANCERY. 

Atrreton Argatep Water Company, Lowiren.—The M.R. has 
fixed Aug 23 at 11, at his chambers, for the appointment of an 
official liquidator 

Avowsipz Enains Company, Liwrexsp.—Fry, J, has, by an order 
dated a 15, appointed Mr Henry Spain, 1 Gresham buildings, 
Basinghall st, the official liquidator. Creditors are ired, on 
or before Sept 30 to send their names and addresses, and the par- 
ticulars of their debts or claims to the above. Oct 27 at 12 is ap- 
pointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims 

Comepy Orrra Company, Liwirep.—The M.R. has fixed Aug 23 at 
11, at his chambers, for the appointment of an official liquidator 

East Loypon GatvanizED Iron Company, Liwrrep.—The M.R. 
has, by an order dated June 23, appointed William Cornish 
Cooper, 20 King’s Arms yd, Coleman st, to be official liquidator. 
Creditors are required, on or before Oct 1, to send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims to 
the above. Nov 1 at 11 is appointed for hearing judicati 
upon the debts and claims 

Fortuns Coppsr Mining Company or Wrstzry AustRratis, Lit- 
TED.—V.C. Bacon has, by an order dated Aug 4, appointed Frede- 
rick Barnard Leeming, 10 Coleman st, to be official liquidator, in 
the place of Frederic Coker, resigned 

GazWERN State Quarry Company, Limirzp.—V.C, Hall has, hy an 
order dated June 29, appointed Lewis Williams, Dolgelly, ta be 
official liquidator 

Great Wueat Poxeoots, Liurirsp.—By an order made by V.C. 
Bacon, dated Aug 3, it was ordered that the above company 
be wound up. Snell and Greenip, George st, Mansion House 

Laesr Brer Brewery, Limrrep.—Creditors are required, on or be- 
fore Sept 14, to send their names and addresses, and the particu- 
lars of their debts or claims, to John Henry C ess, 10 
Basinghall st. Nov 1 at 12 is appointed for hearing and adjudi- 
cating upon the debts and claims 

PrewartH [ron ann Stzzi Company, Liwtrev.—Fry, J, has by ar 
order dated June 24, appointed Graham Dornford, Bute Docks, 
Cardiff, to be official liquidator 

Titus SoMERFIELD anD Son, Lotrep.—By an order made by the 
M.R., dated Aug 4, it was ordered that the voluntary winding up 
of the above company be continued. Bower and Cotton, 
lane, agents for Baker, Walsall, solicitors for the petiti 

WerarMoutsE Crown Grass Company, Liwrrep.—Petition for wind- 
ing up, presented Aug 11, directed to be heard before Cave, J, the 
Vacation Judge, on Aug 24. Hickin, Serjeants’ inn, Fleet st, 
agent for Moore and Co, Sonderland, solicitors for the petitioner 

Wuitcuvrce anp E:tesmers Banxine Company, Liwirsp.—V.C,. 
Hall has, by an order dated July 8, appointed Samuel Whaley, 
Chester, to be official liquidator 

(Gazette, Aug. 12.) 


Linrria Corrzs Company, Liurrep.—Petition for winding up, 
presented Aug 5, directed to be heard before the Vacation Judge, 
at Rolls yd, Chancery lane, on Aug 24. Holland, St Swithin’s 
lane, solicitor for the petitioner 

Prrroteum Storage Company, Taames Haver, Locrrep.—V. C. 
Bacon has, by an order dated Aug 9, appointed James Ford, 76, 
Cheapside, to be official liquidator. Creditors are required, on or 
before Sept 26, tosend their names and addresses and the par- 
ticnlars of their debts or claims to the above Oct 27 at 12 
. appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts 
claims 

Rotuernam, Maspro’, ayp Hotmes Coan Compayy, Loerrep.— 
Petition for winding up, presented Aug 11, directed to be heard 
before the Vacation Judge on Ang 2% Pilgrim and Phillips, 
Coleman st, agents for Watson and Co, Sheftield, solicitors for 
the petitioner 

Sr. Joun’s Srezer (Braprorp) Tasarre anp Coycart Hine 
Company, Lortrsp,—Petition for winding up, presented Aug 13, 
directed to be heard before the Vacation Judge on Aug SI. 
and Jaques, Ely pl, agents for Neill, ‘ord, solicitor for the 
petitioners | 

Surrow Parx Crystat Patacs Company, Lrurrep.—By an order 
made by the M. R., dated Aug 6, it was ordered that the 
company be wound up. Robinson and Co, Lincoln’s inn fields, 
agents for Rowlands, , and Co, Birmingham, solicitors for 
petitioners 


(Gazette, Aug. 16.} 
Unurmrrep rv CHANCERY. 

Mipptesporover, Repcar, Santavan-ey-rue-Sea, axp Cupve- 
LAND Distetcr PERwanant Ransvit Bursprve Socrery.—Peti- 
tion for winding up, pr i Aug 8, directed to be heard before 
Cave, J, at the Rolls Court, Chancery lane, on Aug 34 — Paterson 
us Co, Lincoln’s inn fields, nts for Bainbridge and Darniey, 

iddlesborough, solicitors 
(Gazette, Aug: 13.} 
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OBITUARY. 


MR, FRANCIS JUBB. 
Mr. Francis Jubb, solicitor, of Halifax, died suddenly on 
‘the 10th inst. Mr. Jubb was born in 1824, He was in early 
life a clerk in the West Riding Registry Office at Wake- 
field. He afterwards entered the office of the late Mr. Her- 
‘bert Mitchell, of Halifax, to whom he was afterwards 
at‘igled, and to whose business he ultimately succeeded. 
13 was admitted a solicitor in 1859, and he had practised 
for more than twenty years at Halifax. He had a 
good general business, and he also practised extensively in the 
Halifax County Court and before the local magistrates, where 
his advocacy was most able and successful. Mr, Jubb was for 
several years clerk and solicitor to the Sowerby and Hebden 
Bridge Local Boards, and solicitor to the Halifax Wine 
and Sellers’ Association. He also acted locally for the 
Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway Company, and he was the 
registration and election agent for the Conservative party. Mr. 
Jubb’s death was painfully sudden. He had been engaged 
in the morning at the Halifax County Court, when he 
was apparently in his usual health, and he afterwards attended 
-@ sale by auction. While walking home he fell down and 
became insensible. He was carried into a chemist’s shop, 
where he died almost immediately. Mr. Jubb is universally 
— at Halifax. He was buried at Sowerby on the 
25th inst. 


MR. ROBERT LAYCOCK, 


Mr. Robert Laycock, barrister, M.P., died at Eastbourne, 
-on the 14th inst., after a short illness. Mr. Laycock was 
the son of Mr. Thomas Laycock, of Low’ Gosforth, 
Northumberland (who died only a few years ago), and he 
was born in 1834. He was educated at Trinity College, 
Cambridge, where he graduated B.A. in 1856, and he was 
called to the bar at the Inner Temple in Michaelmas 
Term, 1857. He wasformerly a member of the Northern 
Circuit, but he had ceased to practise. In 1874 he unsuc- 
cessfully contested the borough of Nottingham in the 
‘Liberal interest. At the general election of 1880 he stood 
for the Northern Division of Lincolnshire, and was returned 
at the head of the poll. Mr. Laycock regularly attended 
the debates on the Irish measures of the session, and last 
week, feeling unwell, he went for a change of air to East- 
bourne, where he died very suddenly on the morning of the 
14th. Mr, Laycock was married to the daughter of Mr. 
‘Christian Allbusen, of Hoke Court, Buckinghamshire. He 
was a deputy-lieutenant for Nottinghamshire (having been 
high sheriff in 1878), and he was a magistrate for that county 
and for Northumberland. 








CREDITORS’ CLAIMS. 


CREDITORS UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY 
LAST DAY OF PROOF. 
Axsprrtox, Wir114Mm, Bankhead, Higher Walton, near Preston, 


Farmer. Oct 3. Western District Bank, Limited, vy Anderton, 
M.R. Houghton, Preston 

Avezy, Tuomas Portex, Ladbroke grove rd, Notting Hill, 
Photographer. Oct1. Tuckwell vy Avery, V.C. Hall, Hicks and 
Arnold, Wellington st, Strand 

Crarx, Joun, Wrose Hill, nr Shipley, York, Mason, Oct3. Patchett 
v Sutcliffe, M.R. Robinson, Bradford 

Cowtasn, Joux Dewprey, Lansdowne rd, Notting Hill, Builder, 

Sept 10. Wheeler v Cowland, V.C. Bacon. Cartwright, Lothbury 

Guxcory, Evwazp, Britannia row, Islington. Carpenter, Oct 1, 
Lulham vy Gregory, V.C. Hall. Little and Mills, Stroud 

Mirvoxp, Rosexr Bextuam, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Esq. Sept 26. 
Mitford v Mitford, V.C, Bacon. Jones, Cheltenham 

[ Gazette, Aug 6.] 


CRZDITORS UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP, 25. 
LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 

Biunes, Henny Evoxnn, Southsea, Hants, Eaq. Sept 15. Soames, 
Lincoln's inn fields 

Buacx, Batru, Thropton, Rothbury, Northumberland, Farmer. 
Sept 1. Nicholson, Morpet ' 

Bowsns, Auyexv, Wolverhampton, Cattle Dealer, Sept 14, 
Shelton and Co, Wolverhampton 

Jrange, Durham, Brewer. Aug 2, 
larrison, Hartlepool 


Davison, James, Win 
rah 
BVERELL, Canotine, Wotton-under-Kdge, Gloucester. Sept 29. 
Dauncey ana Turner, Wotton-under-Edge » 





Fontana, Fsrprvanp Jean, Ramsgate, Fruit Merchant. Sept 
26. Daniel, Ramsgate ; 


Hitiukrp, Geores Drapze, Sout! Gent. Aug 30. 7 
, Southsea, ug xing, So 


= Wittram, Rochester, Kent, Jeweller. 
ter 

Howarp, Hon. and Rev. Wit1t1am, Whiston Rectory, Rother! 
Yorkshire. Sept 30. Bennett and Co, New sq, Lincoln’s inn 

Horry, Exvizaszta Gooprvz, Lausanne, Switzerland. Sept 6, 
Goodhart and Medcalf, Westminster 

Jonzs, Rev. Joun, Lianfihangel, Geneurglyn, Cardigan. Ai 
22, "Roberts and Evans, Aberystwith " 

Marerave, Toomas Jonzs, Paris, Esq. Sept 10, Venning and Oo, 
Tokenhouse yard 

Murray, Apam, Ardwick, Manchester, Manufacturer. Oct 1, 
Crowther and Clayton, Manchester 

Orv, Ricwarp, Middlesborough, York, Innkeeper. Aug 3l. Dob. 
son, Middlesborough 

Purtuiies, Joszex, Bickley, Chester, Farmer. Mason, 
Chester 

Russgtt, MatrHew Rawiines, Manchester, Chemist. Aug 20, 
Mason, Manchester 

Szar.z, Francis Weston, Stoke Newington, Dairyman. Sept 15, 
Naunton, Cheapside 

Suarp, Witt1am, Handsworth, Stafford, Esq. Oct 1. Allen, Bir. 
mingham 


Aug 6. 


Srmmows, Henry, Ropewalk, Nottingham, Gent. Sept 29. Maples 
and McCraith, Nottingham 

Watxsr, Joszrx, Compton Abdale, Gloucester, Farmer. Sept 15, 
Mallory, Cheltenham 

Wesster, Wittram, Norton, Derby, Farmer. Aug 30. Branson 
and Co, Sheffield : 

| Gazette, July 29.] 

Arrgy, ANNE, Maison Boula, Pau, France. Sept 6. Johnsons and 
Co, Austin Friars 

Askew, Rev Jonny, Broomfield Hall, Stanmore, Clerk. Aug 31, 
Johnsons and Co, Austin Friars 

Brstwicx, Enocu, Salford, nr Manchester. Sept 3. Boote and 
Edgar, Manchester 

Brneéuey, Witi1aM, Rotherham, York, Gent. Sept12. Oxley and 
Coward, Rotherham 

Bowyer, Henry Atxrns, Great Malvern, Worcester, Esq. Aug 31, 
Paterson and Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Epwarps, JoszpH, Great Garden st, Whitechapel, Livery Stable 
Keeper. Sept1. Tatham and Co, Queen Victoria st 

Furnt, Harry, Hrrcurn, Herts, Bank Manager. Sept 1. Child, 
William st, Albert Gate 

Hann, Lewis, Wellington rd, St John’s Wood, Solicitor. Aug 31, 
Paterson and Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Hastam, Joun, Biggar, Barrow in Furness, Farmer. Aug 10. Tyson 
Dalton in Furness 

Lowcock, Josgrx, Hartwith, York, Farmer. Sept 1. Powell, 
Knaresborough 

Murray, Exizaseta Janz, Upper st, Islington. Sept30. Rice, 
High st, Borough 

Parsons, JouN, Barling, Essex, Farmer. Aug 31. Gregson, Roch- 
ford 

PostLETHWAITE, WiLLIAM, Barrow in Furness, Farmer. Septl 
Tyson, Dalton in Furness 

Rosrnsoy, Ameia, Stockton on Tees. Sept30. Newby and Co, 
Stockton on Tees 

Suarp, Witi1am, Higher Broughton, nr Manchester,Gent. Aug 
31. Slater and Co, Manchester 

Snmearcrort, WitiiaM, Long Sutton, Lincoln, Surveyor of High- 
ways. Sept8. Mossop and Mossop, Long Sutton 

Simoy, Orro, Chorlton upon Medlock, Commercial Clerk. Sept 16, 
Payne and Galloway, Manchester 

[ Gazette, Aug 2.] 

Besant, Hawwan, Hillmarton villas, Holloway. Nov 1. Cattell, 
Gt James st, Bedford row 

CampseLL, WittiaM Gsores, Ennismore gdns, Esq. Sept 1 
Johnson and Master, Southampton bldgs 

Dicconsoy, Tuomas Cutrton, Wrightington, Lancaster, Esq. Oct 
20. Ward and Co, Gray’s inn sq 

Evans, Rosert, Liverpool, Draper. Oct1l. Wright and Co, Liver- 


x00] 

Juswwwes, Cuartes Dickinson, Spalding, Lincoln, Ironmonger, 
Sept 6. Bonner and coated Spalding 

Jonzs, Epwiy, Brighton, M.D. Oct 30. Nye and Greenwood, 
Serjeants’ inn, Fleet st 

Lucas, Exveanor, Crosthwaite, Westmoreland. Sept 8. Bownass, 
Windermere 

Ossorne, Evizanutu, Eastbourne Grove, South Shields, Aug 18 
Thomson, South Shields 

Pearson, Josuva, Compton st, Clerkenwell, Gent. 
and Humphreys, ‘'emple 

Pouven, Sir Richarp Huneurrorp, Rodbourne, Wilts, Bart. Sept 
12, Lamb, Andover 

REYNALD, WituraM, Bolton Wilberfoss, nr York, Gent. Oct 1 
Terry and Co, Bradford 

a Joszen, Penrith, Gent. Sept 15. Cant and Fairer, 
Penrith 

Savens, Ronzrt Smirn, St John’s common, Sussex, Gont. Sept 30. 
Stevens and Son, Brighton 

Bcoorr, Joun, Upper Thames st, Tea Dealer, Sept 30, Myatt, 
Abchurch yd, Cannon st 

Sxamen, Tuomas, Milk st, Silk Manufacturer. Sept 30, Stevens 
and Son, Brighton aa 

Truxy, Micuann, Osborne rd, South Acton, Pig Dealer, Sept 15, 
Bohm, Old Jewry 

Tuntxy, Jouw, Harrington rd, South Norwood, Farmer, Sept 
Brooks and Go, Doctors’ commons 

Wares, Wiistam, Gateshead, Durham, Glass Stainer, Oct L 
Chartres and Co, Newcuaatle-on-Tyne 

Wourninaton, Gxoxau Samuuy, Cardiff, Esq. Sept1, Keole, Old 


Je 
a [ Gazette, Aug 5.) 
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Braz, sone * papas Nottingham, Miller. Sept 30. Handley and 


Brake, Francis, Carlton terrace, Harrow rd, Gent. Sept 22. Mills 
and Co, Brunswick pl, City rd 

Bout, Ex1za Ann, Houghton pl, Ampthillsq. Aug29. Twist and 
Sons, Coventry 4 

Burrows, CuartEs, Woodbridge, Suffolk, Pawnbroker, Oct 5. 
Moor, Woodbrid 

Cuirpers, CHartes Henry, Flamborough, York, Esq. Oct 1. 
Richardson, Bridlington 

Qraruam, AntHoNy, Newcastle upon Tyne, Gent. Sept 30. Watson 
and Dendy, Newcastle upon Tyne 

Qranx, Honor, Union st, South Mimms. Sept 14. Houghtons and 
Byfield, Gracechurch st 

Crover, GeorGE Rosgrt, Liverpool, Shipowner, Oct 1. Wright 
and Co, Liverpool 

CornoLuy, Jamzs, Bolton, Lancaster, Provision Merchant. Aug 29. 
Ryley and Haslam, Bolton 

Dunn, Janz, Bidford, Warwick. Oct 26. New and Co, Evesham 

Gissine, JouN Stearn, Woodbridge, Suffolk, Surgeon. Oct 5. 
Moor, Woodbridge 

Haysury, Marearzt, Shrewsbury, Salop. Oct 1. Bridges and 
Mellersh, Cheltenham 

Howartu, Axicz, Bury, Lancaster. Sept 3. Grundy, Bury 

hey Joun, Mold, Flint, Hotel Proprietor. Sept 1. Roberts, 

0 

Kyiauton, Jonny, Higham Ferrers, Northampton, Hotel Keeper. 
Sept 19. Burnham and Henry, Wellingborough 

lamina, Ricwarp, Leadenhall st, Ship Agent. Sept 4. Worthing- 
ton Evans, Eastcheap 

Iswis, Frepericx, Stroud Gloucester, Draper. Dec3l. Winter- 
betham, Stroud 

MarsHaLL, Mania Lztir Bath. Sept17. Robertson and Maule, 


Motiert, GrorGx Harris, Uity rd, Upholsterer. Sept 22. Mills 
and Co, Brunswick p City rd 

Nazracotr, Mary Ann Plymouth. Sept 30. Pearse, Plymouth 

Pars, Ann, Plymoutn Sept30. Pearse, Plymouth 

odd Wit114m, Bristol, Lamp Manufacturer. Aug 31. Sibly, 

risto! 

Porrzsr, Grorer, Penmoun Merioneth. Aug 25. Lane and 
Andrews, Essex-street, Strand 

PorrzrR, MAry, Penmount, Merioneth, Aug 25. Lane and Andrews, 
Essex st, Strand 

Ranviz, Freperic Witi1aM, Philadelphia, America, Artist. Dec 
$1. Waller and Son, Duke st, Adelphi 

RowLanps, Witu1aM, Gerddiduon, nr Mold, Flint, Farmer. Sept 1. 
Roberts, Mold 

Svrroy, CuariEs, Chedworth, Gloucester, Farmer. Novi. Stiles 
and Ward, Northleach 

Tuomson, James, Windermere, Westmoreland, Gent. Aug 31. 
Gatey, Windermere 

TxornETr, Jonn, Bournemouth, Southampton, Gent. Sept 14. 
Houghtons and Byfield, Gracechurch st 

Tez, Ex1za, Canterbury, Confectioner. Sept 30, Sankey and Co, 
Canterbury 

Wutrrtz, Grorer, Mortimer rd, Hackney, Chemist. Sept 19. 
Helsham, Abchurch lane 

Witxinson, Wit11am, Worksop, Nottingham, Builder. Sept 30. 
Hardy Coulson, Worksop 

Wuu1aMs, Wit11AM, Highworth, Wilts, Plumber. Sept24, Kinneir 
and Tombs, Swindon 

[ Gazette, Aug 9.] 








LEGISLATION OF THE WEEK 


HOUSE OF LORDS, 
AUG. 11.—ROYAL COMMISSION, 


The Royal assent was given by Commission to the fol- 
lowing Bills :—Incumbents of Benefices Loans Extension ; 
Burial Grounds (Scotland) Act, 1855, Amendment; Re- 
formatory Institutions (Jreland) ; Stratified Ironstone Mines 
(Gunpowder) ; Local Government Board (Ireland) Amend- 
ment; Annual Turnpike Acts Continuance; Customs 
peoen) ; Public Loans (Ireland) ; Remission; Summary 
urisdiction (Scotland) ; Coroners (Ireland); Metropolitan 
Open Spaces; British Honduras (Court of Appeal) ; Alkali, 
&., Works Regulation ; Commons Regulation (Shenfield) 
Provisional Order Confirmation ; Local Government Boards 
Provisional Orders Confirmation (Acton, &c.) ; Tramways 

ers Confirmation (No. 2) ; Tramways Orders Confirma- 
tion (No, } Water Orders Confirmation ; Alsager Chapel 
Marriages ; Education Department Provisional Order Con- 
firmation (London); Bristol Dock ; Caledonian Railway 
(Partick Siding); Lea-bridge, Leyton, and Waltham- 
stow Tramways; Reading Corporation; South Metro- 
tam Gas; Southwark and Deptford Tramways; 
edway Conservancy; Uxbridge and Rickmansworta 
Railway; Edinburgh-street Tramways; Staines and 
West Drayton Railway; Oban Burgh; Nar Valley 
Drainage ; Oldbury Railway ; Great Southern and Western 
Railway (Killorglin Railway Transfer) ; Chambers and 
ces; North British Railway (General Powers); South 
London Tramways; Whitland and Cardigan Railway ; 


Annan Waterfoot Dock and Railway; Coplands Patent; 





Furness Railway; Oxted and Groombridge Railway ;- 
Banbury and Cheltenham Direct Railway; Stalybridge 
Extension and Improvement; Metropolitan Bridges; 
Southport and Cheshire Lines Extension Railway ; Cork 
and Kenmare Railway ; South-Eastern Railways; Rose- 
bush and Fishguard Railway ; London City Tithes (St. 
Botolph Without Aldgate) ; Greenwich Dock and Railway ;/ 
Lynn and Fakenbam Railway ; Belfast, Holywood, and 
Bangor Railway ; Great North of Scotland Railway ; Teign 
Valley Railway; Manufacturers and Millowners’ Mutual 
Aid Association ; Cork Improvement (Extension of Time) > 
Redcastle and Tarradale Estates; Earl of Hardwicke’s 
Estate; Ellon Trust Estates; Bagot Estate; Croker 
Estates; and St. John’s Hospital, Bedford. 
BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 

East Indian Railway (Redemption of Annuities), Ex- 

piring Laws Continuance. 
BILLS IN COMMITTEE. 

Ecclesiastical Courts Regulation, Metropolitan -Board of: 

Works (Money), National Debt. 
BILL READ A THIRD TIME, 
Patriotic Fund. 
AUG. 12.—BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 

Metropolitan Board of Works (Money), Saperannuaiion 
(Post Office and Works), Central Criminal Court, Corrupt 
Practices (Suspension of Elections), Ecclesiastical Courts 
Regulation. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
AUG, 11.—BILL READ A THIRD TIME. 
PrivaTE Brtt,—Severn Navigation. 
BILLS WITHDRAWN. 
Bills of Sale Act, 1878, Amendment, Churchwardens” 
Admission, 
AUG. 12.—BILL IN COMMITTEE. 
Pedlars’ Certificates. 
BILL READ A THIRD TIME. 
National Debt. 
AUG. 17.—BILL IN COMMITTEE, 
Expiring Laws Continuance. 
BILL WITHDRAWN. 
London City (Parochial Charities). 








LEGAL NEWS. 


It appears that two half-penny postage stamps cannot be 
used in place of a penny receipt stamp ; and that an order 
has been issued making it imperative on the postmaster at 
the time of issuing a postal order to fill in the name of the 
post office at which it is to be cashed. 


The following are the circuits which have been chosen by 
the jadges for the ensuing autumn assizes, viz. :—South- 
Eastern Circuit—Lord Chief Justice Coleridge ; North and 
South Wales Circuits—Lord Justice Lush ; Oxford Circuit 
—Lord Justice Cotton; Western Circuit—Mr. Justice 
Williams ; Midland Circuit—Mr. Justice Mathew; North- 
Eastern Circuit—Mr. Justice Cave ; Northern Cirenit—Mr. 
Justice Kay. 

“ A City Solicitor” writes to the Times :—'* The following 
was the state of business at judges’ chambers on the 11th inst. 
before the Vacation Judge:—-There were twenty-three 
summonses for hearing in the eleven o’clock list, and twenty- 
four in the twelve o’clock list. At balf-past twelve there 
was another list of twenty-eight summonses to be attended 
by counsel, and in the two o'clock list there were forty-one 
ordinary summonses. The eleven o'clock list was not dis- 
posed of before a quarter to one. At that time there were 
several solicitors present waiting to attend their summonses 
in the twelve o’clock list, but counsel summonses were then 
taken, and had not been disposed of at a quarter to five 
o'clock, when the learned judge stated that the summonses in 
the twelve and two o'clock lists would be adjourned.” 

A more remarkable action of libel than Suélings vy, 
Shakespeare, says the Albany Law Journal, was never 
waged. Suliings was a doctor; Shakespeare was the 
publisher of the Kalamazoo Gazette. The action was for a 
libellous article, describing the plaintiff as having removed 
a ‘patty tuber” from the ‘‘hypogastruam”’ of one Smith. 
It appeared that the article was written by the doctor him. 
self, and sent to the defendant with a request for publication > 
that it was illegibly written, and that the extraordinary terms 
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above quoted wete the result of the printer’s struggle with the 
manuscript, and his rendition of “ fatty tumor” and ‘‘ hypo- 

ium.” On this point the court observed: “ The 
article being written by plaintiff as a gratuitous puff of him- 
aelf, and lished at his request, we do not see how a 
mistake of the printer's, without wrongful intent, could be 
held a malicious libel.” 

A compensation case of The Midland Raihvay Company v. 
James Campsill, in which there was more than the. usual 
difference between the surveyors on either side, occupied the 
attention of Mr. Under-Sheriff Burchell and a special jury 
on the 9th and 10th inst. Theclaimant, a rag merchant, 
sought to recover some £2,500 for compulsory removal from 
his trade premises situate in Southampton-road, Haver- 
stock-hill, which he held on lease for twenty-four years 
unexpired at £42 per annum, the rental value being now 
variously estimated by the surveyors called on his behalf at 
from £100 to £120 a year—Mr. Fletcher and Mr. Weller 

ing them at the latter amount, and Mr. Scobell and Mr. 
Edmond F, Faller (Faller & Faller) at the former value. 
The latter gentleman having prepare? the claim, gave 
evidence that the leasehold interest was worth £797 10s, ; 
compensation for disturbance, three years’ net profits, or 
£1,590; fixtures and removal of stock, £100—total, 
£2,487 10s., and Mr. W. G. Harrison, Q-C., instructed by 
Mr. C. T. Forster, presented these figures in his address 
to the jury as the sum the claimant was entitled to 
receive at their hands. Mr. Bidder, Q.C., M.P., urged, 
however, on behalf of the company, that the claim was 
excessive; that Mr. Campsill would obtain premises 
immediately the verdict was returned, and that the trade 
would be injured only to a very little, if any, extent. 
The witnesses retained on behalf of the eompany were 
Mr. Gairdner, Mr. Robert Vigers, Mr. Rex (Salter, Rex, 
& Co.), Mr. Garrard, and Mr. Alderman Ellis. The last 
three surveyors put the improved value of the premises at 


only £33 a year, and, in addition, Mr. Ellis’s opinion 


was that the claimant should receive £500 as compensation 
to cover any possible loss. The jury, after much delibera- 
tion, returned a verdict for £2,100, or £1,250 beyond the 
offer under seal, which did not transpire till afterwards. 


In the House of Commons, on the 11th inst., Mr. A. 
4’Connorasked the Attorney-General whether any complaints 
had reached him as to the charges made at the Middlesex 
Registry, and as to the officials there eompelling parties to 
attend in Great James-street to be sworn to memorials, thus 
causing great inconvenience and delay; whether affidavits 
sworn before a commissioner are not received in the Supreme 
Court; and whether there was any reason, except one con- 
nected with fees, why the Middlesex Registry should not do 
in like manner ; and whether be would make arrangements 
for the scale of fees authorized to be charged at the Middle- 
sex Registry being placed on the backs of the tickets given 
on deeds left for registry and for their being affixed in the 
Registry; as well as for the execution of deeds and 
memorials being deposed to before a commissioner in the 
the same manner as affidavits are sworn in causes in the 
Supreme Court of Judicature, and for the lengths of 
memorials being marked on them when left for registry. The 
Attorney-General said the Middlesex Registry Office was 
not one over which he had the slightest control, nor was he 
officially connected with it. But that question seemed to 
point to practical inconvenience existing, and he would en- 
deavour to find out its cause. The reason why affidavits 
sworn before a commissioner could not be received at the 
Middlesex Registry was because under the Statute of Anne 

vereating the office it was necessary that affidavits ehould be 
made in the presence of the registrar or a master in 
chancery, and any alteration in that respect must be made 
by Statute. As to the latter part of the question, by the 
Statute of Anne the Lord Chief Justice had power to make 
certain regulations, and ifthe hon. member would communi- 
cate to him any matters of practical inconvenience which 
arose, they would be forwarded to the proper quarter. 


On the occasion of the dinner given on the 12th of last 
month by the Bar Mess of the South-Eastern Circuit to 
Lord Jastice Bramwell and Mr. Justice Denman, the 
latter informed the mess that amongst some old papers he 
a MS. by the late Lord Chelmsford, being a 
“ Gray's Elegy written in a Country Church- 
en read it, and afterwards offered it to the 
Mr. Day, Q.C., thereupon moved that it be accepted 
and entered in the minute-book, and that copies should be 
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printed and sent to the members of the Bar Mess. T 
motion was carried unanimously, and the parody 
pronounced to be excellent. The following is 
‘ Epitaph ” :— 


‘¢ Here rests his body in Australia’s land, 
. A youth to nav: gay raghng er ser 
"The Palace Court hed marked him for its own. 
* Large was his ice as his age could reach ; 
yo ots mconatneinfe cee wan 5 
He gave to juries all he had—a speech; 
He from clients all he wished—a fee. 


“No seek his merits to disclose, 
“a — by joel the from their prison dark, 
ere 0) lovingly repose, 
The bosoms of the dtterney and’ his Clerk!” 





The prospectus is issued of the Lydney and Lydbrook 
Steel and Tinplate Company, formed with a capital of 
£200,000, in £5 shares, to work the properties named in the 
title, together with adjacent collieries. The directors are 
prepared to receive applications for 30,000 shares payable as 
follows:—£1 on application, £2 on allotment, and the 
remainder in calls not exceeding £1 each, with three months’ 
notice. Subscribers are at liberty to pay up on allotment 
the uncalled amount of £2 per share, upon which interest at 
5 per cent. per annum will immediately accrae, until such 
prepayments are absorbed in calls. The works have been 
established nearly a century, and are in full and active 
operation. The vendor is willing to take seven-eighths of 
his purchase-money (£91,600) in folly paid shares after the 
charges on the works have been paid off. 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 
Coties.—Aug. 8, at 154, Belsize-road, Hampstead, the wife of 
William Morris Colles, barrister-at-law, of a son. 
Meap.—Aug. 3, at 100, Underhill-road, Dulwich, the wife of 
Frederick Mead, of the Middle Temple, barrister-at-law, of a 
son. 
MARRIAGE, 
SoLomon—WALTON.—June 21, at Grahamstown,Cape of Good 
Hope, Richard Solomon, M.A., of the Inner Temple, bar- 
rister-at-!aw, to Mary Elizabeth Walton, daughter of the 
Rev. John Walton, M.A,, General Superintendent of 
Wesleyan Missions. 


DEATH. 
Hepces.—Aug. 1, Fentham Hedges, of Lincoln’s-inn, barris- 
ter-at-law, aged 28 years. ‘ 





‘LONDON GAZETTES. 


Bankrupts. 
Ferpay, Aug. 12, 1881, 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London, y - 
Crookhorn, Charles, Bradbury st, Kingsland, Cab Proprietor. Pet 
Augi12. Murray. Aug 23 at 12 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Creigh, William Benjamin, Neweastle-upon-Tyne, © 
Traveller. Pet Aug9. Daggett. Newcastle, Aug 23 at 11 
Kettle, George, Newcastle-under-Lyme, Stafford, Joiner. Pet Aug 
9. Tennant. Hanley, Aug 30 at 11 
Meredith, John Meyrick, Chickward, Hereford, Machinist. Pet Aug 
10. Robinson. ominster, Aug 24 at 12 
Smith, William, Birmingham, Coal Merchant, Pet Ang 5, Party. 
Birmingham, Aug 29 at 2 
Webb, George, New Thornton Heath, Surrey, Builder. Pet Aug 5 
Rowland. Croy don, Aug 26 at 2 





Tvuxspay, August 16, 1881, 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Bode, Frederick, sometimes known as Frederick Mathews, Basing: 
hall st, Wine and Spirit Merchant, Pet Aug 13. Brougham. 
Sept 1 at 11.30 e 
Bowen, Kirbey, Aldersgate st, Warechouseman, Pet Aug 10. 
Murray. Sept 6 at 11 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Davis, John Bault, Shrewsbury, Tobacconist. Pet Aug 12. Peele 
Shrewsbury, Sept 3 at 11 
Carter, Henry, pi York, Grocer, Pet Aug 11. Bury: 


Barnsley, Aug 26 
Edwards, award, Manchester, Dining Room Keeper. Pet-Augll, — 


Lister, Manchester, Sept 6 at 12 


‘the 
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Eon 
Sie Licensed Victualler, Pet Aug 12, 
Guntur Be 2at3 
lfred James, ig, Accountant, Pet Augi1. Collins. 
, Aug'30 at 12 
re, Joseph, Manchester, Joga now Prisoner. Pet Aug 12. 
alford, Aug 31 at 
, John, West Ayton, York, Innkeeper. Pet Aug12. Wood- 
a. Scarborough, Aug 29 at 
preston, George, ani liam We rbert Webster, Sheffield, Provision 
Pet prom Vl. Wake. Sheffield, Aug 31 atl 
iis, Joseph car = Glamorgan, Builder. Pet Aug 10. Jones. 
Neath, Aug’ 
i, John Thomas, South Stockton, York, Blacksmith. Pet 
Ang 12. Crosby. ‘Stockton-on-Tees, Aug 30 at3 
BANKRUPTOIES ANNULLED. 
Frrpay, Aug. 12, 1881. 
jd, Amon, Park rd, Penge, Cattle Dealer, Dec 6 
Sage, Henry, Bonsall ter, Maxted rd, Peckham, Baker. Aug 10 
TvuEspay, A it 16, 1881. 
Horton, George, Plumbley Hall, Derby, Farmer. Aug ll 
Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Friary, Aug, 12, 1881. 


Adams, Joseph Mazzini, and Homer Owen Adams, Stafford, Shoe 
Manufacturers. Aug 23 at 11 at offices of Bowen, Martin st, 


‘ord 
William, High st, Highgate, Licensed Victualler. Aug 25 
at3 at offices of Preston and Co, Southampton bldgs, Chancery 


lane 
Astin, Greenwood, Bradford, York, Dyer. Aug 25 at 11 at offices of 
Rawson and Co, 8, Piccadilly, Bradford 
Atkins, Jonah, ADbot’ s Lan giey, Hertford, Farmer. Aug 22 at 12 
at offices of Trewren and Southeott, 2, King st, Cheapside 
Austin, Alfred, Leicester, Pianoforte Dealer. Aug 26 at 12 at offices 
of Hunter and Curtis, 13, Halford st, Leicester 
Baldwin, Alfred, Northampton, Builder. Aug 24 at2 at 65, Duke 
Northampton. Cooper, Lincoln’s inn fields 
pies, Juan Bautista, Gracechurch st, Wine Merchant. Sept 5 
at 2 at offices of Thomson and Co, 63, ill 
Bates, Charles, King’s rd, Chelsea, Contractor. Aug 25 at 12 at 
Pier Hotel, Oakley st, Chelsea. Gibson, Sittingbourne 
J ohn, Sheffield, Steel Manufacturer. Aug 26 at 11 at 
offices of Porrett, 2, Bank st, Sheffield 
Bellerby, William, Sunderland, Durham, Beerhouse Keeper. Aug 
Mat 11 at offices of Ritson, 44, West iside, Sunderland 
Bennett, Benjamin, Hatton, Chester, Farmer. Aug 25 at 11 at 
— Arms Hotel, Wilderspool causeway, Latchford. Burton, 
corn 
Bettany, James, Birmingham, China Dealer’s Manager. sug 24 at 
lat offices of Jackson and Sharpe, High st, West Bromwich 
Bourne, William, St Leonards on sea, Sussex, Builder. Aug 27 at 
$at Provincial ‘Hotel, Havelock rd, Hastings.. Langham, Hastings 
rry, James Walter, Leeds, Accountant. Aug 26 at 12 at 
dices of Collinge, 12, East parade, Leeds 
Bradbury, John, Longton, Stafford, Fish, Fruit, and Game Dealer. 
18 at 10 at Unicorn Hotel, High st, Stone. Welch, Longton 
, George, Stanley, nr Wakefield, York, Beerhouse Keeper. 
Aug 35 at 3 ab offices of Kemp, Barstow 8q, Wakefield 
Brown, George, Devizes, Wilts, Tailor, Aug 26 at 10 at White Lion 
Inn, Devizes. Butcher, Devizes 
Charlesworth, Thomas, jun, Manchester, Coal Merchant. Aug 26 
at3at Brunswick Hotel, Piccadilly, Manchester. Clegg and Wild, 


ton 


m 
Chester, Daniel, Banbury, Oxford, Innkeeper. Aug 26-at3 at office 
of Smith, High st, Banbury 
, Robert Dobinson. Gateshead, Joiner. Aug 20 at 2 
of Benning, Northumberland ct, Newcastle- -upon-Tyne 
Gifford, Richard. Banbury, Horse Dealer, Aug 24 at 3 at offices of 
Pairfax, Bridge st, Banbury 
Cough, John Henry, Bramley, nr Leeds, Corn Miller. Aug 26 at3 
gin of Booth and Co, East parade, Leeds 
Joseph, Whitechapel rd, Restaurant Keeper. Aug 25 
y Se Tavern, Gresham "st. Turner, Leadenhall st 
rd, Thomas, Greenspot, nr Wigton, Cumberland, Joiner. 
Ang 26 at 11 at offices of Paisley, Bridge st, Workington 
Qverdale, Alfred Henry, Godstone, Surrey, Licensed Victualler. 
Aug 20 at 12 at Clayton Arms Inn, Godstone. Grece 
Qnsier, Charles, Friday st, Cheapside, Mantle Cloth Merchant. 
24 rs : “ Offices of Tribe and Ce, Moorgate st bldgs. Gill, 
wate hi 
y, William, Salford, Provision Dealer. Aug 24 at 3 at office 
a Tremewen, Bridge st. Manchester 
Isaiah, West Bromwich, Stafford, Beer Retailer. Aug 24 at 
Sut offices of Jackson and Shar re, High st, West Bromwich 
Wk Skegness, Lincoln, . eeper Aug 23 at 3 at Ship 
Inn, Wintho Thimbleby and Son, Spilsby 
Dann, Daniel awthorn, Metuiniie-spen-tome Grocer. Sept 1 at 
Il.at offices of Dixon, West st, Gateshead 
John, Thornley, Durham, Grocer. Ang 26. at 3 at offices of 


at offices 


5 at 2 


res and Co, Grainger st West, Newceastle-upon-Tyne 


» Robert, South Shields, Ironmonger. Aug 25 at 11 at Grand 
Hotel, Colmore row, Birmingham. Duncan and Duncan, South 


Gaines, John, Dinedor, Hereford, Wheelwright. Aug 25 at 9.45 at 
offices of Stallard, Bast st, Hereford 

» Hastings. Stretton-en-le-Field, Derby, Farmer. Aug 30 at 

Hat Queen’s Head Hotel, Ashby-de-la-Zouch, Fisher and Co, 


-de-la-Zouch 
, Peter, Tranmere, Chester, Provision Dealer. Aug 24 at 2 
Aug 24 


at offices Ad. Sherratt and Son, Hamilton sq, Birkenhead 
ham, Manufacturing Jeweller. 

a3 at’ to Great Western Hotel, Colmore row, Birmingham. 

‘Green, ote Willie Pe Paternoster row, reg nt. Aug 30 

, , ‘ub 


the Inns of Court Hotel, eh ae coc Holi , London 
Stock Bank chmbrs, West. 





8o1 

Griffith, William any, teomeet. Barman, Aug 24 at 3 at offices 
of Culshaw, Lord st, 

Grocock, Lemuel, Old Basford, Nottingham, Perambulator Manu- 
beg we owen Aug 26 at 12-at.offices'of Acton and Marriott, Victoria 
8 g! 

Hallett, John, Marshall st, Golden sq, Cot'eehouse Keeper. Aug 22 
at 11 at the Masons’ Hall Tavern, ms’ avenue, Basinghall st. 
Fulcher, Horton rd, Hackney 

= , Henry, Fulham rd, Upholsterer. Aug 25 at 2 at offices 

drews and Mason, Ironmonger lane. Clark, Abchurch lane 

=a John Hall, tead, Northampton, Grocer. Aug 29 at 12 
at the Talbot Hotel, aundie. Ric m and Son, dle 

Hester, William, and ‘Thomas John Hester, Bridle court, Fleet st, 
Printer’s Brokers. Sept 1 at 11 at offices of Schultz and Son, 
South sq, Gray’s inn 

Higginson, John, West Bromwich, Stafford, Breeze Dealer. Aug 
26 at 11 at offices of Jackson and’ Sharpe, High st, West Bromwich 

Holds, Sabra, Brierley Hill, ee rae wee Victualler. 
Aug 27 at 11 at offices of Clulow, High st, Brierley Hill 

Hough, Henry, Newtown, Pemberton, cashire, Beerseller. 
Aug 27 at 11 at offices of Johnson, King st, Wi 

Howcroft, John, Leeds, Grocer. Aug 25 at 3 at o of Cranswick, 
Park row, Leeds 

Humphreys, Thomas Darwen, Argyll pl, Regent st, Pattern Cutter. 
Aug 25 at 12 at offices of Button and Co, Henrietta st, Covent 

arden 

Hunter, Thomas, Manningham, Bradford, York, Draper. Aug 25 


at 11 at offices of Berry and Co, Charles st, Bradford 
Insall, Florance Jenner, Solihull, Warwick, Veterinary Surgeon. 
Aug 23 at 3 at offices of Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 
Jennings, James William, Tonbridge, Kent, Carpenter. Aug 26 at 
11.30 at offices of Smith and Co, Aidermanbury 
Joel, John Solomon, Commercial st, Dealer in Tools and Cutlery. 
Sept 1 at 2 at offices of Hilbery, Billiter st 
Johns, Williams, Pembroke Dock, Pembroke, Builder. Aug 30 at 
11.30 at the Temperance Hall, Pembroke, Doke. Brown 
Joseph, Mark, and Maurice Barnett, Leman st, a Grocers. 
Aug 22.at 2 ‘at office of J ennings, * Leadenhall st 
Kesterton, Charles, Erdington, Warwick, Farmer. Aug 2tat 3 at 
offices of Stokes and Hooper, Priory st, Dudley 
Kesterton, Roland, Erdington, Warwick, Grocer. Aug 25 at 3 at 
offices of Stokes and Hooper, Priory st, Dudley 
Laughton, William, Knaresborough, York, Market Gardener. 
29 at 12 at offices of Farmery, High st, Knaresborough 
Lee, Henry, Bury, Lancaster, Temperance Hotel Keeper. Aug 29 
at 3 at offices of Butcher, Silver st, Bury 
Lind, Jane Portia, Hove, Sussex. Aug 30 at3 at offices of Good- 
man, North st, Brighton 
Lyon, Henry, Goswell rd, Licensed Victualler. Aug 31 (and not 21 
as erroneously printed in last Gazette) at 3 at 111, Cheapside, 
Peckham and Co, Knightrider st 
Mallard, Robert New, Bournemouth, Hants, Fishmonger. Aug 26 
at 3 at offices of Trevanion, Arcade, Bournemouth , 
Marsh, Lawrence, and Samuel Marsh, Birkdale. Lancaster, Grocers. 
Aug 25 at 3 at offices of Threlfall, London st, Southport 
Martin, Benjamin, Ewart rd, Forest Hill, Cowkeeper. Aug 25 at 2 
at offices of Arnold, Townhall chmbrs, Southwark 
Middleton, William Noel, formerly known as William Middleton 
Noel Watson, Gravesend, Kent. Sept 5 at 10 a offices of 
Whitwell and Co, Finsbury sq bldgs, Chiswell st 
Mitchell, David, Thorpe Willoughby, York, Farmer, ;Aug 26 at 2 ai 
George Hotel, Gowthorpe st, Selby. Young, York 
Neuenburg, Arnold, and Abraham Neuenburg, Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne, Jewellers. Aug 26 at 1 at offices of Joel, Newgate st, New- 
castle-upon-Tyne 
Palmer, Joseph Thomas, Bath, Butcher. 
Collins and Son, Bath 
Pollard, Joshua, Bradford, York, Packer. 
ter’s Restaurant, Darley st, Bradford 
Rapson, James, Fountain ct, Aldermanbury, Commission Agent. 
Aug 25 at 3 at offices of Davies, Basinghall st 
Raynar, Joseph, Syerston, Nottingham, Farmer. Ang 27 at3 
at offices of Lees, Severn chambers, Middle pavement, Notting 
ham 
Richards, John, Brierley Hill, Stafford, Licensed Victualler. 
20 at 11 at offices of Waldron, High st, Brierley Hill 
Robinson, Henry, Openshaw, Lancaster, Under Clothing Manufac- 
turer. Aug 31 ‘at 3 at offices of Alderson, Cannon st, Manchester 
Rosentall, Woolf, Birmingham, Fruiterer. Aug 25 at 3 at offices of 
Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 
Rust, W illiam, Walnut Tree walk, Kennington rd, Coach Painter. 
Aug 24at3 at offices of Ody, Blackfriars rad 
Scott, John, and Albert Scott, 'Godstone, Surrey, Grocers. Aug [25 
at 12 at offices of Poc ock, Basinghall st 
Shattock, William, and W: alter Shattock, Bridgwater, Timber Mer- 
chants. Aug 26 at 12 at offices of Reed and Cook, Bridgwater 
Shorter, Frederick John, Leamington, Butcher. Aug 23 at 3 at office 
of Davi ies, Parade, Leamington 
Simpson, John, Hanley, ys eee gy house Keeper. Aug 23 at 11 
at offices’of Stevenson, Cheapside, Hanley 
Smyth, James David Hirst, Gower st, Stationer, Aug 29 at 12 ab 
offices of Young and Sons, Mark lane 
Stapley, Henry, Bury St Edmunds, Suffolk, Land Agent, Sept 8 at 
= at Guildhall Council Chamber, "Bury St Edmunds, Salmon and 
on 
Teesdale, William, Stanley, York, out of business. Aug 23 at 2 at 
offices of Lake and Lake, Southgate, Wakefield 
Timps. William, W: olverhampton, Grocer, Aug 25 at 11 at Bilston 
rd, Wolverhampton. Wilkinson and Co, Wal lsall 
To >p, John, Portslade, Sussex, Builder. Aug 25 at? at offices of 
uckwell, Brighton 
Turner, Thomas, Seenteed, Lincoln, Brick and Tile Maker, Aug 25 
at 3 at offices of Stapleton, St Paul’ s st, Stamford 
Wall, Samuel James, Plymouth, out of business. Aug?4 at 11 at 
offices of Square and Co, of England chambers; Ply- 
mouth 
Weddle, Henry, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, out of business. Aug 22 at 
: at offices of Benning, Northumberland crt, Neweastle-upon- 
'yne 


Aug 





Aug 24at2 at offices of 
Aug]?7 at 10.30 at Leuch- 


Aug 
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Welham, Henry, Sudbury, Suffolk, Grocer. Sept 3 at 11 at Law 
Institution, Chancery lane. Cardinal, Halstead 

While, William Henry, Birmingham, Wine and Spirit Merchant. 
Aug 23 at 3 at offices of Southall and Co, Waterloo st, Birming- 


ham 

White, Samuel, Oldbury, Worcester, Licensed Victualler. Aug 26 
at 11 at offices of Shakespeare, Church st, Oldbury 

Whitworth, Frederick John, Skirbeck r, nr Boston, Lincoln, 
Surveyor. Aug 22 at 11 at the Red Lion Hotel, Boston. Bailes, 


Boston 

Wilson, Alfred, Hea‘ion Norris, Lancaster, Boot and Clog Maker. 
Aug 22 at 3 at officesof Robinson, James sq, Manchester. Gart- 
side, Manchester 

Winter, Henry Hamilton, Exmouth, Devon, Sawyer. Aug 30 at 3at 
the Castle Hotel, Castle st, Exeter. Friend, Exeter 

Winter, Thomas, West Bromwich, Stafford, Tailor. Aug 24 at 
11.30 at offices of Smith and Howe, Lower High st, Wednesbury 

Wood, Francis, Collyhurst, nr Manchester, Grocer. Aug 30 at3 at 
offices of Woodall and Co, Norfolk st, Manchester 

Woodrow, Henry Thomas, and Benjamin Kent, Liverpool, Manu- 
facturing Stationers. Aug 29 at 3 at offices of Pemberton and Co, 
Harrington st, Liverpool 

Woolrich, Alfred, Liverpool, Tailor. Aug 31 at 2.30 at offices of 
Gibson and Co, South John st, Liverpool. Collins and Co, Liver- 
poo 

Wylie, Alexander, Moreton, nr Birkenhead, Chester, Grocer. Aug 
29 at 2 at offices of Thompson and Simm, Hamilton sq, Birken- 
head. Francis, Birkenhead 

Tvuxspay, August 16, 1881. 

Anderson, Joseph, Darlington, Brewer’s Traveller. Aug 23 at 11 at 
offices of Wilkes and Wilkes, 25, Northgate, Darlington 

Arnold, Henry George, Scarborough, York, Carriage Proprietor. 
as a 3 at offices of Appleyard, 20, Newborough st, Scar- 

roug 

Ashby, Thomas Philip, Chester le Street, Durham, Saddler. Aug 

29 at 11 at offices of Armstrong, 42, Westgate rd, Newcastle upon 


Tyne 
Balls, John Joseph, Westleton, Suffolk, Miller. Aug 30 at 4at 
White Hart Inn, Halesworth. Wiltshire, Great Yarmouth 
Barker, John, Chesterfield, Derby, Printer. Aug 27 at 12 at offices 
of Shipton, the Terrace, Chesterfield 
Barnes, Walter, Westbury, Wilts, Boot and Shoe Maker. 
11 at Grand Hotel, Broad st, Bristol. Ames, Frome 
Beech, William, Stockport, Chester, Earthenware Dealer. Aug 31 
at 12 at North Stafford Hotel, Stoke upon Trent. Newton, Stock- 


port 

Biddiscombe, Henry, Donhead St Andrew, Wilts, Builder. Sept 3 
at 11 at offies of Rutter and Son, Bell st, Shaftesbury 

Bish, William Henry, Deal, Kent, Grocer. Aug 29 at 10 at Victoria 
Estate Offices, Deal 

Blackburn, Joshua, Huddersfield, Machine Maker. Aug 29 at 3 at 
offices of Johnson and Booth, John William st, Huddersfield 

Blackwell, Henry, Claughton, Chester, Ship Steward. Aug 29 at 
3 at offices of Ponton, 125, Dale st, Liverpool 

Boddy, Rebert Jordan, Hutton Cranswick, York, Butcher. Aug 30 
at 3 at Keys Hotel, Driffield. Drinkrow, Driffield 

Bolland, Henry, Morecambe, Lancaster, Bazaar Keeper. Aug 29 at 
2 at offices of Johnson and Tilly, Sun st, Lancaster 

Bowen, Owen, Coal Exchange, Civil Engineer. Aug 26 at 2 at 
offices of Miller and Miller, 13, Sherborne lane 

Brown, George, South Benfleet, Essex, Saddler. Aug 29 at 3 at 
offices of Boyes and Child, 42, Poultry. Finch, Borough High st, 
Southwark 

Buck, John Mawdesley, Southport, Lancaster, Architect. 
2 at offices of Welsby and Co, 16la, Lord st, Southport 

Burgess, John William, Nottingham, Tobacconist. Sept7 at 3 at 
offices of Fraser, Midland chmbrs, Wheeler gate, Nottingham 

Burrell, Joseph, Eaton, Norwich, Grocer. Aug 26 at 12 at offices of 
Miller and Co, Bank chmbrs, Norwich 

Carne, Thomas, Plymouth, Devon, Painter. Aug 27 at 11 at offices 
of Square and Co, Bank of England chmbrs, Plymouth 

Cook, John Robert, Frederick st, Barnsbury, Licensed Victualler. 
Aug 25 at 3 at offices of Shearer, Basinghall st. Scott, Alderman- 


Sept 1 at 


Sept 1 at 


bury 
Colley, John, Dudley, Worcester, Draper. Aug 31 at 12 at offices 


- Shoolbred, Faulkner st, Manchester. Atkinson and Co, Man- 

chester 

Davies, Elizabeth Elliston, Shrewsbury, Salop, Milliner. Aug 29 
at 12 at offices of Corser and Son, Swan hill, Shrewsbury 

Embry, David, St. Weonard’s, Hereford, Farmer. Aug 30 at 11 at 
Swan Hotel, Ross. Boycott, Hereford 

Evans, William Dennett, and Hemington Cant, Stratford, Essex, 
Aniline Dye Manufacturers. Sept 1 at 2 at the Mason’s Hall 
Tavern, Mason’s avenue, Basinghall st. Beck, East India 
avenue 

Fielding, Joseph, Elland, Halifax, York, Innkeeper. Aug 31 at4 at 
offices of Rhodes, Horton st, Halifax 

Fretwell, John, Halifax. Dyer. Sept 2 at 11 at offices of Rhodes, 
Horton st, Halifax 

Garrard, Robert, Loman st, Gravel lane, Southwark, Hat Manu- 
facturer. Aug 29 at 2 at offices of Pullen, Basinghall st 

Gledhill, William, and Henry Gledhill, Halifax, York, Masons. 
Aug # at 11 at offices of Leeming, 9, Westgate, Halifax 

Gooden, William Birtles, Bradford, York, Tailor. Aug 31 at 3 at 
offices of Moore, Albion chmbrs, Hustlergate, Bradford 

Greaves, George Frederick, Newcastle upon Tyné, Musical Instru- 
tent Dealer. Aug 30 at 3 at offices of Gasquet and Metcalfe, 9, 
Idol lane, Great Tower st. Denison, Newcastle upon Tyne 

Griffin, Thomas, Lower Gornal, Stafford, Farmer. Aug 26 at 12 at 
Saracen’s Head Hotel, Stone st, Dudley. Hall, Dudley 

Griffin, William George, Winchcomb, Gloucester, Baker, Aug 27 at 
11 at Gate Inn, Winchcomb. Smith, Cheltenham 

Grove, Alfred, Southsea, Hants, Dealerin Fancy Articles. Aug 30 
at 12 at 145, Cheapside, Walker and Wainscot, Landport 

m, Thomas, Barton, Cambridge, Grocer. Sept 2 at 11 at 

offices of Wayman, 2, Silver st, Cambridge 

Marwood, William James, Newcastle upon Tyne, Tailor. Ang 31 at 
; at offices of Wallace, Hatton chmbrs, Pilgrim st, Newcastle upon 

yne 





Heald, William Chandler, Albert rd, Peckham, Estate 
Aug 31 at 3 at offices of Lancy and Co, Gt Russel st : 
Herdman, Hamilton Thompson, Sunderland, Durham, Grog, 
Aug 29 at 11 at offices of Haswell and Marshall, John st, Sundg, 


land 
Hine, Joseph John, Basingstoke, Hants, Furniture Dealer. Augy 
at 12 at offices of Webb, Cross st, Basingstoke 7s 
Hubbard, James, Birmingham, Haberdasher. Aug 29 at 1] 
offices of Beale and Co, Newhall st, Birming’ 
ord, York, Painter. Aug 29 at I] 
Bradford 


Holdsworth, William, Bradf 
offices of Beverley and Freeman, Hustlergate 

Hought, Leonard, Marton-in-Holderness, York, Farmer. 
at 2at offices of Carlyll, Parliament st, Kingston-upon-Hull 

Heintz, Louisa Wilson, Liverpool, General Merchant. Sept 6 at3q! 
; yond of “ates and Bolland, South John st, Liverpool. Copema, 

iverpoo 

Hyde, Charles, Tettenhall, Brass Founder. Aug 26 at 4 at offices 
Stokes and Hooper, Priory st, Dudley 

Jeremy, Richard Thomas, Merthyr Tydfil, Draper. Aug 30 at 12 
offices of Price, Victoria st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Jeremy, Thomas, Carmarthen, Schoolmaster. Aug 30 at 11 at off 
of Morris, Red st, Carmarthen 

Jewell, John, Instow, Devon, Innkeeper. Aug 26 at 3 at offices ¢ 
Bencraft and Son, Bridge chbrs, Barnstaple 

Jones, John, Broughton, Wick, Glamorgan, Carpenter. Sept 3 atl 
at offices of Rees, Cowbridge 

Jones, William, Pwllheli, Carnarvon, Victualler. Aug 29 at 10,5 
Castle Hotel, Bangor. Parry, Pwllheli 

Knight, Henry, Pilgrim’s Hatch, Essex, Blacksmith. Aug 26 at ij 
at offices of Lewis and Son, Brentwood 

Knowles, Arthur, Halifax, Cart Driver. Aug 29 at 11 at offices ¢ 
Leeming, Westgate, Halifax 

Lawley, Sarah Ann, Billesley Farm, King’s Heath, Worce 
Farmer. Aug 26 at 3 at offices of Fallows, Cherry st, Birmi 


Aug 31 at 12 at offices ¢ 
Aug 25 at 2 at office 
Aug 26 atl 


Lee, John William Brown, York, Builder, 
Calvert and Fowler, Lendal, Yor! 

Lilly, Robert Pryce, 8t Albans, Auctioneer. 
Jeram, Railway approach, London Bridge 

Linnell, George, Priors Marston, Warwick, Farmer. 
at offices of Pellatt, High st, Banbury 

Lobeck, Carl, Falmouth, Cornwall, Ship Chandler. Aug 20 at3# 
offices of Jenkins, Church st, Falmouth 


Lucking, Joseph, Chipping Ongar, Essex, Corn Dealer. Sept 2% 
as at offices of Blyth, Crane court, Chelmsford. Smith, High 
ngar 

Maclure, Joseph Henry, Richmond, Surrey, Club Proprietor. 4 
31 at 12 at Anderton’s Hotel, Fleet st. Matthews and Welk, 
Southampton bldgs 

Mason, Frederick, Southampton, Cooper. Aug 26 at 3.30 at office 
of Lamport, Portland st, Southampton 

Miller, John, Rusholme, nr Manchester, Fishmonger. Aug 29at3 
at offices of Bond and Son, Dickinson st, Manchester 

Musgrave, Henry, Sowerby Bridge, York, Woollen Manufacture. 
Aug 31 at 11 at offices of Rhodes, Horton st, Halifax 

Nunnerley, Joseph, Bryn Rossett, Flint, Farmer, Aug 26 at Wa 
the Victoria Hotel, Whitchurch 

Osborn, Joseph, Salcombe, Devon, Coal Merchant Aug 27 at 3% 
the Anchor Hotel, Kingsbridge. Hurrell, Kingsbridge 

Ord, William Henry, County Gaol, Durham, Prisoner for Debt. Aug 
30 at 11 at offices of Wilkes and Wilkes, Northgate, Darlin 

Pedley, John, Keighley, York, Bookseller. Aug 30 at 2 at officesof 
Cook, Keighle 

Plant, Robert, Cheadle, Stafford, Colliery Proprietor. Aug 26at3 
at North Staffordshire Railway Hotel, Stoke-upon-Trent, 
head, Tunstall 

Portass, John William, Kirton-in-Lindsay, Lincoln, Plumber. Aw 
29 at 11 at offices of Stephenson and Mountain, Bethlehem #, 
Great Grimsby 

Ray, Henry, Upper Thames st, Engineer. Sept 6at3 at offices 
Halse and Co, Cheapside 

Reader, James, — Lynn, Norfolk, Innkeeper. Aug 31 atl # 
offices of Maher, High st, King’s Lynn 

Roche, William, Liverpool, Corn Dealer. Aug 30 at 3 at officeso 
Gibson and Bolland, South John st, Liverpool 

Ruglen, James, Barnsley, York, Journalist. Aug 26 at 10 at offices 
ot Gray, Eastgate, Barnsle 

Rymer, George, Birstall, York, Rent and Debt Collector. Sept 1s 
2 at offices of Good and Whiteley, Market pl, Dewsbury. Smith 
and Wallis, Birstall 

Sands, Henry, Nottingham, Grocer. Aug 31 at 3 at Assemby rooms, 

w pavement, Nottingham, Stroud, Nottingham 

Scoble, Samuel, Wandsworth rd, Timber Merchant. Aug 31 at2@ 
Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st, Reed and Co, Basinghall st 

Slack, Joseph, Nottingham, Baker. Sept 2 at 3 at offices of Stevel 


son, Weekday Cross, Nottingham 
Souter, Alfred, Wandsworth rd, Stationer, Aug 30 at 2 at offices ol 
Sept 7 at 12 at offices & 


Hilbery, Billiter st 

Stevenson, Isaac, Nottingham, Grocer. 
Fraser, Brougham chmbrs, Wheeler Gate, Nottingham 

Stobbs, Roddam, Park sq, Newcastle upon T'yne, Horse Dealer. Aug 
31 at 11 at offices of Keenlyside, Grainger st, West, New 
upoa Tyne 

Tantum, Arthur, Nottingham, Lace Manufacturer. Aug 31 at 3 
offices of Lees, Severn chmbrs, Middle pavement, Nottingham 

Taylor, Benjamin, Halifax, York Woollen Draper. Aug 24 at 12 # 
offices of Kerr, George st, Halifax 

Taylor, Caroline, Wythall, Warwick, Hosier. Aug30at11 at office 
of Burman and Rigbey, Temple row; Birmingham 

Turner, Charles Crawford, Willsbridge, Gloucester, Licensed | 
Victualler, Aug 20 at 12 at offices of Essery, Nicholas #) 


Bristol 

Tyler, William, Wednesbury, Stafford, Grocer, Aug 0 at ll # 
offices of Loxton, Bridge, Walsall 

Viggor, William Henry, Weaverham, Chester, Grocer, Aug 31 at Ih 
at oO of Fletcher, Northwich 

Walker, Joseph, Bradford, York, Grocer, Aug 30 at 11 at offices of 
Moore, Albion chbrs, Hustlergate, Bradford 
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Tal, Joseph Hal Malton, Ses Fon. 1 Provision Dealer. Aug 31 at 2 at offices 


urst, ang Bee phy iokera Holde: ee ay Hat Manu- 
tat * <= at 3 at C Clarence Hota, Piccadilly, Manchester. 
r 
= er, Anton, Essex vd, Islington, Manufacturer of Paris 
~ Blue. Sept 8 at 3 at offices of Cooper, Lincoln’s-inn-fields 
Weaver, Thomas ne Durham pl, Campden hill, Kensington, 
Aug 26 at 3 at offices of Browne, Talbot rd, Bays- 


wb," Thomas Henry, ote gy ' Hertford, Tailor, Aug 24 at 3 at 


offices of Norton, Lombard st 

Whitehouse, Elisha, Tipton, Stafford, Brewer. Aug 25 at 12.30 at 
offices of Coldicott onl Co, Castle st, Dudley , 

Willis, Henry, Everton, nr Liverpool, Dairyman. Sept 8 at 2 at 
offices of Cawley, Tarporley 

Wood, Samuel, oldington crescent, St Pancras, Coal Merchant. 
dk 25 at 2 at offices 0 Partridge, 77, Great College st, Camden 


Frank Aumonier, Harrow rd, Paper Hanging Factor. 
ey at 3 at Guildhall Tavern, 81, Gresham st. Fox 

vag Edward, High st, Lambeth, Oar and Scull Maker. Aug 24 
sry at offices of Hicklin and Washington, 1, Trinity sq, South- 


wark 
Young, Richard John, Horsham, Sussex, Innkeeper. Sept 1 at 3.30 
at Crown Inn, Horsham. Medwin and Co, Horsham 


y 
SCHWEITZER S COCOATINA, 
Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 

G@uarantesd Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, with the 
excess of fat extracted. 

The Faculty pronounce it ‘‘the most nutritious, perfectly digestible 
beverage fcr Breakfast, Luncheon, or Supper, and invaluable for 
Irvalids and Children.” 

Highly commended by the entire Medica )Press. 

Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits all palates, 
seeps etter in all climates, and is four times the strength of cocoas 
THICKENED yet WEAKENED with starch, &c., and in REALITY CHEAPER 
than such Mixtures. 

Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful to a Break- 
fast Cup, costing less than a halfpenny. 

CocoaTINA A LA VANILLE is the most delicate, digestible, cheapest 
Manilla Chocolate, and may be taken when richer chocolate is pro- 


hibited. 
In tin packets at 1s, 6d., 3s., 5s. 6d., &c., by Chemists and Grocers, 
Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietors, 
H. SCHWEITZER & CO., 10, Adam-street, London, W.C. 


THE ORIGINAL NON-ALCOHOLIC 
HEDOZONE, Beverage. PURE AND SPARKLING. 
* REFRESHING AND INVIGORATING, 
NEARLY EVERY SCHOOLBOY KNOWS THAT THERE 
ARE DIVISIONS OF THE EARTH THAT RELATE TO 
THE TEMPERATURE OF THE LATITUDES, CALLED 
ZONES ; AND THAT THESE HAVE BEEN ESTIMATED 
AS FIVE IN NUMBER—VIZ., ONE TORRID, TWO 
FRIGID, AND TWO TEMPERATE. IN THE YEAR 
1876 ANOTHER TEMPERATE ZONE WAS DIS. 
COVERED, WAS BROUGHT TO THE RECOGNITION 
OF THE PHILOSOPHICAL WORLD, AND NAMED 
HEDOZONE. WHAT HEDOZONE HAS TO DO WITH 
THE DIVISIONAL PORTIONS OF THE SURFACE OF 
THE GLOBE IS SO FAR THAT IT FORTIFIES MAN. 
KIND IN RESISTING THE EXTREMES OF TEMPERA. 
TURE IN ALL ZONES, AND DATING FROM 1876 
PROVES IT TO BE THE ORIGINAL SPARKLING 
TONIC BEVERAGE AND DIET DRINK. —— OF 
CHEMISTS, WINE MERCHANTS, AND GROCERS. 
MANUFACTURERS, PACKHAM AND 00., LIMITED, 
CROYDON, 


EDE AND S50N 


ROBE oat MAKERS 


Y SPECIAL APPOINTMENT 
TyHer Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of ths Judicial Bench 
Corporation of London, &c, 


SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS, 




















BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSBL’S DITTO, 

HORPORATION ROBES UNIVERSITY SE CLERGY GOWNS, 

ESTABLISHED 1689, 
__ 94 CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
AY LONDON SOLICITOR of experience, who has 
long felt that Country Solicitors are unfairly remunerated 
the present agency a is ree to accept Agencies, either at a 
, or Commission, 0: other mode o ment that may be 
Highest references given.—Apply, D. D.; “ Solicitors’ 
1” Office ome sa. Carey-street, W.C, 

NEXPENSIVE EDUCATION for Sons of Gen- 
tlemen.—T wo or mg a received = a High-class School 
twenty-four um each, ng good and 
; h, ed diet ons care, be Aarons, Rev. Waban, care 
-aquare, H.0, 





AMPTON & SONS make NO CHARGE for 

in their FREE MONTHLY REGISTER 

of ESTATES, WN and spay erg Furnished or- 

Unfurnished, or for Sale, to be had GRATIS at their Offices, or 

post-free for two stamps. Published on the Ist of the month, and 

iculars for insertion should be sent not later than five days 
previous to end of month. 

Valuations for Probate and Transfer. te 

Estate and Auction Offices, 8, Pall East, S.W. 


WARBURTON ROAD and MARE STREET, HACKNEY. 
WARBURTON ARMS WINE and SPIRIT ESTABLISHMENT 
R. WALTER KNIGHT is instructed by the: 
Mo: to SELL the above VALUABLE PROPERTY. 
at MASONS’ HALL TAVERN, Masons” Avenue, Basinghall-street, 
on TUESDAY, AUGUST 23, at ONE o’clock p.m. 
Auction Offices, 104, Great Russell-street, W.O. 
PECKHAM PARK ROAD, OLD KENT ROAD. 
Valuable Leasehold Premises, being the MAISMORE ARMS, situate 
atthe junction of five thoroughfares ; also the House adjoining the 
same. 
R. WALTER KNIGHT will SELL the above 
L by AUCTION, atthe MASONS’ HALL TAVERN, Masons’ 
Avenue, Basinghall-street, on TUESDAY, AUGUST 23, at ONE p.m. 
Auction Offices, 104, Great Russell-street, W.C. 


LEET-STREET, near Ludgate-circus.—To Soli- 

.  ¢itors and others.—Suite of Three Good Rooms on Second 

Floor, and also One Fine Room on First Floor. Rent £175; or 
would be separated.—J. Pousty, 97, Fleet-street. 


UN FiRBE 0 F IG: 3. 


THREADNEEDLE Steeet, E.C. CHartne Cross, S.W. 
Oxrorp Srezzt (Corner of Vere-street), W. 
EstaBLisHED 1710. 

Home and Foreign Insurances Effected. 

Sum insured in 1880, £262,745,653. 

LIGHTNING LOSSES, whether by Fire or Concussion, admitted. 

FRANCIS B. RELTON,, Secretary. 


per yra aes SD LIFE OFFICE. 
Founpep 1806. 
50, REGENT STREET, and 1 i 14, CORNHILL, LONDON. 

















Existing Assurances exceed. se ee 
Invested Funds: .. oe ee 
Annual Income .. ee ee oe 
Claims Paid exceed ee ee ee 
Bonuses Declareil.. ee ee ee 
During the past year (1880) each main item has shown improve-- - 
ment upon the preceding year.j 


1879. 1880. 


oe £15,172 —_—_ 
273, 634 


2,077,215 2,i2e7ll 
CHARLES STEVENS Secretary. 


Cena UsION ASSURANCE OOM- 


FIRE—LIFE—MARINE. 
Curr Orrices: 19 anp 20, CORNHILL, LONDON, EC. 
West Env Orrices: 49 PALL MALL, LONDON, S.W. 


YHE CITY OF LONDON FIRE INSURANCF 
COMPANY (LIMITED 
Heap Orrice: * — DE E.c,. 
Capital, £1,000, £100,000, 
Claims prom ay seabed. 
ap to as E. KNIGHT, Chairman, 
L. C. PHILLIPS, General Manager. 


ESTABLISHED 1851, 
OK 














IBEKB B a N K.-— 
Southampton Buildings, Chancery Lan 
Current A 8 opened d to the usual ‘rection ot other 
Bankers, and Interest allowed on the minimum monthly balances when 
not drawn below £25. No commission ch for keeping Accounts, 
The Bank also receivesmoney on Deposit at Three per cent, Interest 
repayable on demand, The Bank undertakes for its Customers, free ot 
charge, the custody of Deeds, Writings, and other Securities and Valu- 
ables ; the collection of Bills of Exchange, Di Coupons; and.. 
the purchase and sale of Stocks and Shares, Letters of Credit and * 
bay on wan n i — liea’ 
A et, W all particu on app! 
RANCIS PAVENSOROFT, apa 
Slet Mareb, 1880. 


HUROH PREFERMENT WANTED.—Private 
patrons, interested in the fy an Oe b eee pane og 
of advowsons, presentations, £0. favour 0! wentesunmenbet 
cler; n, should refer to the PRIVATE PATRONS! GAZETTE, . 
Mr, W. EMERY STARK, Associate Institute of Actuaries, 
F.R.G.S., &c, Post free for six Saar Messrs ~W. 
Emuxay STARK, 28, Bedford-street, Strand, 
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ESTABLISHED 1869. 


THE ACADEMY, 














& Weekly Rebiew of iterature, Srience, and Sri F — 

PRICE THREEPENCE: FREE BY POST THREEPENCE-HALFPENNY, nen 

THE | 

. 

ANNUAL SUBSCRIPTION 18s.; BY POST, 15s, 2d. amg 

THE 

PAYABLE IN ADVANCE. os 

Re 

Re 

PUBLISHED EVERY FRIDAY IN TIME FOR THAT DAY’S POST. i, 

THE 

Osit 

CONTAINING EVERY WEEK ine 

Stenzp Reviews of important new books, English and Foreign, in Belles-Lettres, Travel, History, Biography a 

Philosophy, Natural Science, Philology, the Fine Arts, and Archeology. Pzrtopican News-Lerrers from Oxford, = 

Vambridge, Paris, Rome, Florence, Berlin, and other Centres of Learning and Literary Activity. om 
Obituaries of Distinguished Men. Transactions of Learned Societies. Correspondence. 

\ 

Notes and News, Literary, Geographical, Scientific, and Artistic. Jottings respecting rare Books, Sales, and i 

Curiosities. Publishers’ Announcements, &e. : a3 

Notices of Exhibitions in London and the Provinces, and of important Novelties in Music and the Drama, ber 

Onierat Artictzs on Current Topics of Literary Interest, Grea 

Tax Acavemy has always maintained the principle of Signed Articles as affording the best guarantee of fair- Hee 

ness and competence. In the list of its Contributors will be found the recognised Authorities in their several de ota 

partments of Knowledge. Its half-yearly Volumes are of permanent value for purposes of Reference, especially t we 


those interested in the English Classics, in History, Philology, and Oriental Studies. 





A New Volume commenced July 2, 1881, 

























\ 
. Ta 

A SPEHCIMEN NUMBER 
Sent to any part of the United Kingdom on receipt of Threepence-Halfpenny in postage stamps, ot 
sur 
wh 
PUBLISHING OFFICE: . 
52, CAREY STREET, LINCOLN’S INN, W.C§ 
To be had at all Railway Stations, and of all Newsvendors in Town and Country. the 
un 
o 
¢ 
Scale of Charges for Advertising in “The Academy.” - 
Five Lines of Small Type .. ‘ie « 0 2 6] A Column “o $5 ‘i il «B08 Th 
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